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REVEREND FATHER 

IN GOD, MY VERY GOOD 

'S. Lord, Tos, bytheprouidenceof God,'\ 
Lord Arc of Yorke, Primate, 

ITS | 

LOST {— rp tt 

{ þy ber in God, my eſpeci- 

d all pood Lord. Albeit 

& there 1s.no end IN Ecdev. 

* writing many books, **** 

So rear 1s a wearineſle to 


the flelh(as the wiſe man ſpeaketh:) 

et doth the condition of this prefent 
require 4 multitude of bookes : Kare 
ought we to be weary, ſo long as the la- 
bour onely is ours, the canſe Gods, and 
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not our owne. Our Adwerfaries are ne- © | 


wer weary of withſlanding the truth, 
they nener ceaſe to prouoke vs by beer 
onr names are daily traduced in > 
papers, that vnleſſe the Spirit of 


waxe cold, and the zeale of bis houſe the 


quenched in vs , we. cannot be ſilent. 
And as your Grace hath laboured theſe 
fourty yeares without intermiſiton, - 
4 ſkilfull «2M aifter-bailder of 

houſe, _—o_ buſbandman in the 
Utneyara, a vigilant Þ aſtour oner. the 
fuck ke, end were never yet weary of wel- 
Jomy truſt is this ſmall volume 

be i  ſeeme tedious , which heere [ 
= vnto your reading, and humbly 
preſent unto your Grace. Since your 
Grace hath bene called to the office of 4 


ri Tim.3.1. Biſhop, ( as with $; Paule, it'1s a WOr- 


thy worke) mY hath bene with you, 


all 


- 
<7} 
. . - LY 


et. « of hy, © «- 
of » - 


A 2ll your time hitherto, 4 worke rather 


this good worke tw you, will alſo per- 


+ Dedicatary. 


1 thena promotion,neither haueyoufain- 
1 tedvnder ſogreata burthen. My prov 
#. eris for you, that God wich hath beoun 


forme it vntill the day of Feſus Chrift. 

T hat as you haue deſeruedthat poodre- 
port which the godly Engerenr Theo. ofavn 
doſjus in the ((burch of Conſtant. #** 
nople gaue of 5. Ambrofe then Bi- _— 
{bop of Milanie: ſo you may contiune i.. 
ftill another Saint Ambroſe in our 
(hurch fo the glory and honour of God, 

to whoſe goodneſſe and mercy I com- 
mend your Grace, and your godly la- 
bours. | 


Your Graces moſt hum- 
blein he Lord, q 
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THE INTRODVCTION 
DECLARING WHAT IS THE 
drift and invent of the Author. 


Acknowledge my ſelfe wich Saint 
Pax! to bea debrer vnto all men, to 
the Greeke and theBarbarian, to 
che wiſeand the vowile, ſo farre as 
lyeth inme to win ſome of all ſorts 
to Teſus Chriſt. Having already by 
—__ of God, publiſhed a ſhore 
creatiſe of perſwafion to the 1 
rant  — reconcile + > 
ſelues toour Church : I hold it my duty wo ſpeake fome- 
what cothem alſo which fie in the chaire of Hofer, which 
would be accounted the great Maſters in Iſrael, guides of 
the blinde, lights ro them which fic in darkneſle,inſtructers 
ofchemwhich lacke difcretion,and ITIRINES 
are vnle . My purpoſe is notto ſpeake of all poines 
concerning which bao por difference be- 
eweene them and vs, (forſo ſhould 1 make a tedious vo- 
lume) bur onely by inſtance in ſome few places for exam- 
ple ſake, in Hew of all thereſt,to aduertiſechem of fuch er- 
roursas dayly they commit in the whole courſe of their 
writings, when they handle the cauſe of religion, to the 
preiudice ofthe cauſe it ſelfe which they take in hand, and 
£0 theſlander of learning. That I may vſethe words of 
the Apoſtle : This is notto caſt away the cloakes of ſhame, 
but ſtillto walke in crafrineſſe, to handle the word of God 
deceiptfully, and not in the declaration of the truth; nei- 
ther ſo doing can they approue themſclues to-their owne 
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Rom1-14, 


2,Cor,4-3, 


'2 The In - 
world in hand, thazthey ate more cxaſt in theiri 
more painfull in their ſtudies, more acure 1m 
ments, more aduiſed intheir anſwers, mpre diligentin all 
chings they vadertake, thenany other of che comraryreh- 
gion, hun, co2 pomveres | as ie an ap- 
arcthe many t negliyencly, per- 
Come hon looſely. They deſpite all our Schooles of lear- 
ning,inreſpeR of their owne Vniuerſicies, as if ſolid lear- 
ning, and cruc Schoole-dimnity were no where taughe bur 
among themſclues, they hold all others co be ſuperficiall: 
and yet contrary to all Schoole-learning they ſuppreſſe 
the truth by fallacies throughout their bookey, they tranſ- 
ethe rulcs and lawes of difputarion, andin noplace 
will they ſtand cothe orders received in Schooles. They 
yong fryeof Seminaries and feed-men, which aretrained 
vp vade r them, ſcenoc with their owne eyes, bur receive 
cheir ſophiſmes fortrue (yliogiſmes, vponthe credit & roaſt 
whith eopoſein their ceachers; 2s if it were nnpiery to 
call any ching into queſtion which their Readers have 
faught chem or to examine their grounds by the 
as _—_ 
of argumencs. Incheir diſcourſes which #Þ, 
vicſuch prolixity, charthe macrer which is plaine and ob- 
wous coany man of reaſonable capacry,ſeemeth perplexe, 
and very difficule: they deliver the fate of the queſtion ſo 
vncertainly, thar the reader looſeth humſelfe as ina -— 
rinth, not conceauing what is the ſeope and drift of 
Author, whether he hold che afermariue or the nega- 
tive. in cheend, having ſcemed to ſtandlong in j- 
onagaialt vs,they concurre with vs. They alledge no 0- 
ther arguments in defenceof the religion which they do 
maineane, but ſuch as have bene ofrentimes anſwered by 
Calain, Bexza, Kenmitie, and orher Proteſtane Wrizers: 
which —_ bezag already an{wered,arcof no vali 
dicy, and therefore we expettrhey thould reply gn 
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cthe.anſwers, and produce the ſamethings 2g2ine. Nei» 
ther will their dip take nocice of any anſwer, 


bue ab 
ledgecheſe triuiall things for nouclties, and rare inuentions, 
as neuer heard of before. 
Theſe things are bur Satan transformed into an Angel of 
light, decept:o 4/3 to deceive the world, as the Babyloni- The Hiſtos 
anPrieſts did the Kin eA/tyages, making him beleeue char ry of Bell 
Belldid cate and dripke, and was a-living God; when he 254 the | 
was but a dead Idoll. The King atthe firſt, becauſe: hee ©"*3* 
found the doore of thetemple ſcaled vp with his owne fig » 
net, the meare devoured, and the wine drunke yp which 
hee ſet before che idoll, but aw not the priuy entrance 
which was vnder the table, cryod out with a lowd voyce : 
art thou 6 Bell, and mthes is no decespt. Bur when De- 
acl ſagwed him the footing of the Prieſts, and cheir wives 
and children, in the aſhes which he ſtrewed on che pave. 
ments, and the priuy doore winch they came in at be con- 
fefled there was deceipe inthe Prieſts of Bell, and he faw 
plaialy, that Bel was mo God but an idoll. So my pur- 
prone fade ther falſhood by their footing, to = 
py wary 5 ar wr 7 er Pang | 
way; toderett their {lcights and iuggli , w 
againlt the cruth. Foraſmuch therefore as if the Goſpell 
beyethidden, it is hidden rothem whichareloRt , the Lord 
of his mercy take away from their diſciples and followers, 
that” veile or coucring , which ' vntll chis time hack 
confinued varaken away, and remoae fromehem the ſpiric 
of ſlumber,thac hercafter fecing they may ſee. The Lord 
of his goodneſle cndue the _._ hs themſclues with his 
grace, that henceforth as fincere Paſtors, and faichfull 
Stewards of his word, they may walke in fumplicity , and 
handle his word plainly in che declaration of the cruth, thac 
they may approuechemſelues to every mans conſcience in 
the fight of God: that when the chicfe Sheepheard and 
Archbiſhop of our ſoules —_ they may re- 
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cceiwe 
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ceive an incorruptible erowne of glory , through Teſus 
Chriſt our Lord, ro add Y 


CHayP. I 


Of the Head of the (burch. 


AX that I may firſt with Saint 7obn the Baptiſt, lay the 
Mat. 3. 20, axe to the roote ofthe tree; becauſe the Cardinall de- 
riueththe Popes ſupremacy from S. Peter, ler vs therefore 

Belar de examine by what righthe entitulerh S. Peter ro (that ſu« 
Rem Port. premacy. For his ſupremacy being ſhaken,the Popes au-* 
ub.1.4.19. thoriry which is grounded ypon it,cannot ſtand. Sa- 
Mar. 16.8, our vpon Saint Petey his confeſſion,where he ſaith : Thow 
" art the Chriſt; the Sonne of the lining God: an(wered : Thos 

art Peter, and ypon thi rocke will ! Faltd ny Church, Tris as 


Exod. 8.19, the £gyptiansto make lice when the finger of God was a- 
gain(t chem. Every lawfull ſyllogiſme muſt copfilt onely 
of chree parts, ortermes, as they callthemz buthereare 
fower, Perris Petra, perſona Petri,c>ſtruftara Ecclefie: the 
perſon Mwckurautel confe/hon, his name, hu confeſſion it 
felfs which ts called the rocke, or foundation fone; and the buil« 
rr, bas (\urch.” His perſon , and his name, whereit 1s 
faid : Tw es Petrmsgthow art Peter: the conſelſion or founda- 
tionſtone , vpox this rocke: the zdifice or building ir ſelfe, 
will [ buld my Church. The medins terminus, or argurnent, 
whereby every conclufion oughtto beproued , muſt bee 
one and the ſelfe ſame as wellin the Afinor propofitien as 
inthe Mazor: bur here it cannot be fo, for it 1s Petra ww Ma- 
iori, o Petri in Minors, the rocke inthe Maior, and Peter mn 

the Minor, as if they ſhould concludein this manner : The 

rothe is the foundation of the {hurch, but the Apoſtle which 
made this confeſſion, is Peter: therefore the Apoſtle which 
made this confe ſions the fomndation of the { bhurch. Bur this 
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The Head of theChuvek: 3 
is net in Afoode and Figure, the medixa termini Kr; not 
the ſame in both propoſitions. Therefore if they will cor- 
reſtir, and reduceir into atruc —_— they conclude 
m this manner : 7hoſcexer is the rocke,he i the foundation 0 
the (hwrch. But the Apoſtle which made this confeſſion ( +4 
wing Peter ) is the rocks: therefore the «Apoſtle which made this 
conſe/ſion,ts the foundation of the Church. And then, beſides 
that they doconfound the confeſſion and the confeſlor, $. 
Peters perſon and his doQrine, whichare two (eueralil and 
dtiattthings, the Adſanor 15 yncrue, and congrary to the al- 
ferrion of our Sauiour Chriſt. For he doth not ſay : Ts ec: 
Petra,thos art the rocke; mo Petrus, then art Peter:nor 
bunc Perrum, ſed Petrans a4 Ecele, 

ear Peter, eu wall / Fiery Pricey 
od (Dlirgge, þ ini mrs 75 Thews haotujuire pdirhs invacie. . So then, 
where be ſaith T4 © v,he ſpeakethot his perfon;and men- 
tioning P z T sr, hetelleth what is his name; ſpeaking of 
the Roc xs, hciu{tifierh his religion, being chree ſeverall 
poines. befides the zdifice and building ofthe Church, 
whereof thar religion is the ſoundanion ſtone... 

Now before weproceed any futther in this argument, 
ler vs auoyde ſuch exceptions as the aduerlary bringerth a- 


gre ncnaipng of this text. Firſt, PEI Goin. 
that our Sauiour ſpake inche Syrian tongue, and/in P**ifce. 1. 
that language this one word CxprHas is nn grep _—_ 


virs,0 commune /4.xi,the proper narne of a man,and a name 
common to all as alſoin the Greeke rongueninge 
fagnifieth boch Peter and a ſtone ; and icis plaine inthe Sy- 
Fi4cIcxt he faid : 7 bow art ( rphas, and upon this Cephas will 1 
buald my (arch. And thereupon he concludeth,thac Ce- 
pbacin the firſt place ſhould not fignifie. his name, and in 
the ſecond cherocke, as I delivered inwy Analyſis, but in 
both places cherocke, ſothatthere may be tre: canta ter- 
mus, pro or parts to make a true ſyllogiſme, 
and conſequently that Peter is the rocke. To which [ re- 


ply - there can be no good argument drawne from the au- 
B 3 thority 


6 of the Cherch, 


thoriry of the Syriac cexr, not onely becauſe of che ambi* 
guicy ofche word, which maketh the matcer doubtull,ac- 
cording to the grammarica}l conſtrution,anc very vncer- 
taine;bur alſo becauſc that texc is diſalowed by che Church 
of Rome: whereas the Larine cext,out of which | made his 
Analyfis maketh for me, and is vpon paine of anathe- 
ma to be receiued as authenticall; and fo I couch him co the 
quicke, and flay him with his owne ſword. As Cephas ac- 
cording to Grammer figrufi-Mboth the name of a mad, & 
a ſtone, yer inghis place cannoc fignifie both of thembe- 
cauſe it is otherwiſe ia the Greeke, which is the origi 
& without exception,and inthe vulgar Latinetr 
which do make that very plaine, where the firſt {phe is 
Peter, andthe ſecond a {tone:and ſo that which is, ot mighe 
ſceme to be ambiguous, and yeeld matter of controuerſie 
in the Syriac, is cleared intheſe editions, and all ambi- 
guity is taken away, there is no ſtarting*holeleft for the 
Sophiſter co cauell ypon. Concerning the Syriac text Bel» 
larmine makerh doubt, where he writeth thus : De teſtamen- 
to now maior oft dubntat io, Of the whole edition of the Syriac 
new teilament, there ts a greater doubt, whether it were written | 
in that tongue by the «Authors themſeluer or no? Againe, hee 
deliuereth hisowne iudgement in theſe words : 2 nod þ; e- 
ditio Syriars etate boric. patrum poſtervor oft, it ego quidens mi- 
bscerte non poreſt ciits ant boritas tant a cſ[e it cxms &+ 
ditione Greca aut Latina merito comparars poſſit, ws interimil- 
land nou omit am, quod non deſunt etianquedam in ea editrone 
que viris dothis & ps nan admodum placeants If the Syriac 
#dition be of leſſe antiquity then theſe Fathers (meaning Cle. 
mens Alexandrinus, Ongen, Eufebius, Athanaſtus,c> others 
of whons there be (þake ) as I certainly perſwade my ſelf it is, it 
cannot be any way of equal! ant horuty, with the Greeks and. La» 
tine; beſides, that many thing: ave found in that edetzon deft aft 
to men, both and learned. Againe, Valde probabile 
Enanrelium Matthea,  epiſtolam Santti Pants ad Hebreos 
Syriaca lingua ſcripts eſſe: There is great probability _— tha, 
$, YAt- 


The Head of th-Claveh, 7 
$. Matthew his Goſpel,cnd $:Padle bir Epotlh th the Hebrew” 
were written inthe Syrian rongue.” There he dork notrake 
iras acleare cafc that S. Marrhbew his G was written 


inSyriac by himſcife,bur onely he it ava (ble 
conieRure. Bueche Greeke he will ae lr 


jon : Conſtat nowum teſt anmentum Greet” ſceriptnm ab ipſit De rerbs 
eApoſtolic vel E wang eli/1s quorum nomina in titmlis ſongulorum Dei, lb, 2. 
librorum vel epiſtolarum prefiguntur,exceptic duntaxat exange- 17» 


lie Iatthe & AMarei, et Epritola ad Hebr2or, It ir manifeſt 
that the newteFt ament was written in Greeke by thoſe «Apoſtles 
or Emangcliſts whoſe names a+ prefixed to booke or Epi- 
fe, excepting the Goſpels of S.Matthew and S.Marke, & the 
Epiſtle ro the Hebrews. But Arhanaſing exiſtimat ab « Apoſtolo 
Tacobo Matth is tnangelisi in Grecam lingwam eſſe tranſlati;aly 
vero lohan Apoſft olo, at aly iſ; Mattheo cam tranſlations attyi= 
bunnt:ſed curnſcunsy, fit ta recepta oft ab Eccleſeailla traflatio, 
«cſs ea lingud ſcripts fuſſet engngelis Mathes. Arhanafius thine 
keth $. Matthews Gofþel was tranſlated into Greeke by S.lames 
the le,others by $.lohn the Apoſtle,others by S. Matthew 
him/elfs , but by whomſoeuer it was tranſlated, the Greeke tranſ. 
lation JOS Church, as if it had bene originally 
writven in that tongue, Againe : [tag, Greca editio now: teſt a- 
mentiwniuerſa Apoſtolos & Snangeliſtas authores habet:There- 
fervdll/the Greeks edition was ſet forth by the e Apoſtler and E- 
s, Andas forthe vulgar Latine edition itis by che 


Councellof Trent impoſed ypon all Romiſh Catholickes Concil.7rid, 
vpon paine of excommunication,to bereceiued as authen. 5/3, 


weall, and withour exception. Therefore according to the 
nley of their Catholicke religion, Targue againſt che Ca- 
thotickes more ſafely and firmly our of the Greeke and 
Larine which are plaine, and of whoſe authority they 
make no queſtion, then Belkowmine doth againſt vs our of 
the Syrvar, whichris both ambiguous, and of no authority 
mcheChurch robuild vpon. So then, foraſmuch as by rhe 
decreeofthat Councel!, nothing can be held for truch in 
che Syriac which is repugnant tothe Latine,bur che Lacine 
waketh 


De Rom. 
Pane. lib, I. 
cap.l2 


Luk. 16. 29» 


maketh for vs, I conchude thafmy 


 $6#C, 


without exception, let him refuce irif he can. 


Analyſis of the text, 


Now this being the queſtion, whether the Church be 


founded vpon the 


perſon, or 


vp6the. doftrine of Saint Pe- 


ter? If chey lay, vpon his perſon: | reply :the Church was 


fromthe beginning of the world, 


itcftood as firme as 


now it doth, beforethe converſion of S. Peter. When $, 
Peter was not,the Church was one and the ſame which now 


it is, and itc 
faith which he 


dnot ſtand wichouc a foundation. Burrhe 
, was more ancientthen himfelfe, 


even fromthe beginning common to the whole Churchy 


ſo that the Churc 


thoughnor Saint Peter, nor ypon the 


might well be builded ypon chat faith, 
perſon of any 


finfull man. And therefore our Sauiour ſaich : he will build 
his Church, that is the members of the Church vader the 


Goſpell, which make but 2am Eccleſuane 
Church io 
ture, andr 
ing all ſtones of the ſame building, 
gerh out of Saine 


atam, one 


ly with that which was vnderthetime of na- 
time ofthe law, vpon che ſame foundation, be. 
(ryſoſtome Hom. 5 5 . in Matth. Where he 


ith: Tues Petri, ſuper te edificabo Eccleſiams means, Thou 


art Peter, and pon thee will I build 
ſhall we ſay of Peter the 


Church, And Hom.4. 
in £/aie cap. 6. nid autem Petrns lle baſis Eccleſae ! What 
foundation of the (burch ? As if Saint 
( bry/eft ome did not acknowledge thedoftrine, but the per» 


ſon,not the confeſlion, but the confeſſor himſtife, robethe 
foundation ofthe Church. Tothe firſt place I anſwer: 1 
have examined, but findeno ſuch place in that Homuly, 
but chat which is contrary co it. Bur ſuppoſing tharto 

true,which ke hath ſo faifified, I anſwer to it,as likewiſe to 


the ſec6d place which .is righely by him 
bor che fallacy of z quiuacati6. For heal 


uced, that ir is 
geth that our of 


/oftome, as a fjeech proper, which is bur meronymically 
ynderſtood. Itis a figore called Clerondnia canſe. So A- 
bram (peaketh to the rich man : They haue ©Adoſer and the 
Prophets; meaning not the men chemſelues which were 


dead, 
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dead; but their bookes' which wer#extant, So Saine Paw Fpk.s. 26, 
ceacheth that weare built ypon the foundarionof the Pro- 

and Apoſtles,that is : yponthe faich which is raughe 
an the Prophericall and Apoſtolicall writings, fo that 
there is bur one faich, one ground or foundation, vpon 
which the old Church from the beginning , andthe new 
Church vader the Goſpel! are builded vpon-cheſerwo be- 
ing buc one, as before I have delivered. Andrthat che mea- 
ning of Saint Chryſoſtome 13 meronimicall, and nor proper, chry how. 
itappeareth by his owne expoſicion of himſelfe, where he 55.9 Mae, 
Gin: che ſame Homily,contrary to that which Belarmine 
hach alledged: ſaper hanc Petram edificabo Ectlefianm mean jd 
oft fidems & confe(ſionens, 1 will build —_— vpon this rocks, 
Shat is, vpon thu faith and confeſſion which thou haſt made. And 
it is juſtified co be acrue expoſition by the conſent of other 
Fathers, as of Saint Hiley, which faith : /wper have confeſſio= 1355.4: 
is Petr am edificatio Eccleſia eft upon this rocks of confeſſion, is Trinit. 
the Church founded. And of Cyrillus, which faith : Petrem £554.40 
opinor nihil alind quam inconneſſam & firmiſſimam diſcipuls fide 710» 
vecanit, He called the faith of S. Peter arocke, becauſe it was 
yp arocke that cannot be moned. 

by the way to preuenethat which mayin ſubtiley, 

bur not in fiacericy be obieted againſt ys , the foun- 
dation muſt be anſwerable co the building , bue we which Y 
arc builded vpon that foundation, are all liuing ſtones,and pra 
we cometo him which is alſo a liuing ſtone, difallowed of 
men, which is Teſus Chriſt; as the building is perſonall, ſo 
there mult be aperſonall foundation, the perſons of men 
are cheſe liuing tones: | anſwer, the onely true and pro- 
per foundation of the Church is Chriſt, as the Apoſtle 
tcaCherh : No other foundation can any man ley then that which 1C01.3. 
is already layed, which is leſs Chriſt, 1 will therefore ex- 
= the meaning of Saine (bry/offome, Saint Hillary, and 

Criljin whac ſort fairh may be verified ro bethe foun= 
dacion of the Church; and yet wictha due reſeruation of 
that prerogative which belongeth to our Sauiour _— 
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Luther |, de and which Saint Pan/aſcriberheo him and fo TI will recon- 
pereflate cile Luther: whith ſaich, faich is the rocke, ' ymo''{ alin 
Pape. * whichaffirmech,tharthis rocke is Icfus Chriſt. 'As a gold 
y wemmge ring of very ſmall weight, hauing a precious ftoneinir of 
/eſt.6, great value,may beiultlyeſtimaced ar an high price,norfor 

© owls ofthe gold it ſelfe, bur for the worch of the 

precious ſtone which is ſerin it, irmay be ſaidco beworth 
an hundred pounds ; ſo faith is ſaid to faue, « falua- 
tion belong to leſus Chriſt; andro be the f wn of 
che Church, h Chriſt be properly chat foundation, 
becauſe he is the obieR of our a gw our Sauieur Chriſt 
and faichare ſo inſeparably ioyned together, that they can- 

not bediuided one fromthe ocher, we 207 a>} 4 

out the other. Thus haue I briefly declared how che 

Church is not founded vpon S. Petey: Bur ſuppoſe it could 

be proued, how canit be deriued from him to the Pope? 

The office of Apoſtleſhip was perſonall, and died with S. 

Peterr perſon. The Apoſtles were equall in authority. It 
Mach.z48, was ſaidtothem all : Goand preach, as well as to Peter. 
Mat,t6- That which was ſaid ſcucrally co Peter : To thee will I 
lob,z 0.23. the kejer, was (aid ioynelyroall the Apoſtles ; Fheſe 

ye remit, they ſhall be remitted. And thus confeſſion of Petey 
Theephin was madein the name of them all :{o ſaith TheophilaF, and 

Mar.16, Sainte Ambroſe. Bur if it were granted thatSaint Peter was 


Amobrole in b 

aboue all thereſt ofthe Apoſties, this ginech no - 

—_ nencetothe Pope being no Apoſtle. For A Arpon 
fiſterk ia theſe chings; They were i | of 
God ychey aw our Saniourin the wer rot or 
the holy Ghoſt by impoſition of hands ; the Spiritof 
did o direft them, that in cheir writings —_— noe 
erre ; which things belonged perſonally vnto them, bur are 
not left hereditary to the ſucceeding ages, The foundati- 
on beyfthus ſhaken, che buildi lech of it ſelfe. © 

Thar I may come neare»to the tan of Rome, to dil- 

culle this quaſtion, wherher chere ought tobe one head 
minifteriall of che Church vaiaerſall militant ypon = 

eart 


The Head of the Chnreb. © 
earth or no > Bolermine to ——— 
eth our of 4riforiein this manner : A Aonarchy u the 


> moſt ab/olute fiate of gouernment: therefore the gouernment Ic 9. 


een fi Hoebany bt to be monarchicall. 1 anfwer: Tt is 
afallacy called 410 i Dlreeks,im (oauchies Ariftotle his 
Antecedent, and Zellarmune his Confequent, are not vn- 
derſtood, Ad iden ſecmndrumidenms, cc. A Monarchy is the 
beſt ſtate of ciuill gouernment, and for one country , bur 
not of Eccleſiaſtical gouernment, nor for the whole world. 
No one ſecular Prince is fufficleneto gouerne a world, nei- 
ther tfany one man could be | ſufficient, could ir 
ſtand with juſtice that one ſhou awworld;becaufe 
um 18 be fucha 
ent inchroching 

thex Princes. br = the bet re fil 
government of one country; Ec gouern= 
Eng but onely when che Church fo 
isin fucha country as is ſubie ro one ſecular 

e, and not in an Ariſtocracicall, or Democraticall 
ren rg Miniſters of the Church muſt be ſubor- 
dinaceco the ſupreme ſecular magiſtrates, and the Ecclch- 
alticall gouernmentof the Church muſt be fubordinare 
and anſwerable to the ciuill gouernmencof the country 
where that Church is. Againe,as one man cannot gouerne 
the ciuill tate ofthe world : ſomuch leſle can one man be 
head of the whole Church ; all aurhority both ciuilland Ec- 
clefiaſticall being derived pee eine Chnift kick 


is borh he head ofthe Church,and the Prince ofthe Kings Eph.1.22, 
ofthe earth, andall poweris giuen to him from God his Apoc.r.5, 
Father both in heauen and earth. Our Saviour Chriſt is M2518. 


conſidered two manner of-wayes : as he is God, ſo is hee 
the King ofthe whole world by the righe of his creation: 
as heisthe Redecmer, fois he the Head of the vniucrlall. 
Church by rightof his : as heis God, he hath 
hs Vieewante ouer —_— they be his ſecular 


Magzleaces. £po divas dy of hee fu orGeb Bu Pll96, 
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as heeis the liead ofthe Church he hath no Copartener: 
nor Vicegerent : no copartener, for ſo he were an ynper- 
fe & mediacor 3 no Vicegerent among men, for no man 19a 
ble cs ſupply kis place in chat behalfe, which I proue by 
this argument: The office and worke of his mediacio 

ceedeth from his ewo natures, God and Man, which con- 
curre in one ation ofthe ſame perſon; ſo that he which 
ſupplyeth his office, muſt beof an infinire power, which 
1snotto be found inany man beſides himſelfe. Now leſtie- 
ſhould be obieRted that he hath ſaid of Miniſters alſo : Ego 
dixi,vos dy eftir,[ baxe ſaid ye are Gods, as well as of Princes, 


and therfore ir ſhould be concluded thatrhey are his vice- 


cerents forthe Church, as Princes for the common 
anſwer, the argument doth not hold. For as both Princes 
& Miniſters haucthcir authority deriued from him,ſo af- 
cer a different manner; Princesas vicegerents: Miniſters 
onely as atiuceinftruments.. For the keyes of the Church 
being in number but ewo+- the one of the Word & Sacra- 
menes, the other of Goucrnment : In the opening and 
ſhutting with theſe keyes which is the executionir ſelfe, 
areto be cotſidered ewo things, the aRiueinſtrument,and 
theprincipall agent. The Miniſters areonely the aftiuein« 
ments, to preach tothe oueward eares ofmen, when 
God alone giueth the gift of Faith, & conuerteth the heart 
inwardly as the principall agent: they conferre the out- 
ward elements only in themunittracion of the Sacraments : 
hec alone ſealeth remifſion of ſinnes, and giueth inward 
graces: they lay hands vpon men, to ordeine them Mini- 
ers, whichis the outward calling : hedoth call chem in- 
wardly, and makethemable by giving them his holy Spi= 
rit: they ceſtifie and —_—— the - congregation- 
iniure forizthat wicked men are excommunicated out ofthe: 
Church ; but God onely ratificthit i iwre pols, and cut- 
reth chem off from being members of Chriſt, apd ſhucteth 
the kingdome of heauen againſtthem. From the Head to- . 
all the members muſt be ſuch an-influence as poſſible can, 


noe . 


| Of Inugewerſbp. *# 
not be from any finfull-man , as I haue delivered inmy 
former Treatiſe. Thus youſee how idly and weakly the 

Popes ſupremacy is by them defended. And therefore yn 
ef Grengararmmmrde all , and more ſubſtan« 
tially proucd,they cannot iv{Hy blame vs for withdrawing 
our neckes out of the obedience to the ſea of Rome. 


CHar. 2. 
Of Image Worſhip. 


| | ry write,that worſhipping images they com. 
mit no idolatry, in char they diſtinguiſh berweene an: Beler.d; 
image & an idoll : chat an image isthe repreſentation of <2. 
formthing that is in che nature otthnnes,a$ in Salomon; rem- _ 
ple were the images of Lions, and Oxen : but an idoll is * __ 
made onely co repreſent ſomewhac that neuerwas, as the 
idols of IMercxry and Inpiter, which are bur falſe Gods” 
of the Gentiles, Gods by imagination, and not indeed. 
And therefore they hold it for a ſlander to their refigion, 
that their imagesare called [dols. Ler the firſt® queſtion 
therefore be concerning the truth of that diſtinftion, 
that yeemay examine their five reaſons whereby that 
diſtinQtion is by them auouched. Firſt, ſaith Bel- 
lermine, Images which are a trae repreſentation of ſomewhat ,are 
newer called [dolrin the holy Scriptures; as in Salomons tems- 
ple: The images, but not the idols of Lions, and Oxen. To 
which I anſwer: firſt, ic is but a kinde of 1ywez orcon- 
rentionabouc words, which,be they vnderſtood howſoc. 
ner, bethey confounded or diſtinguiſhed, the worſhip- 
ping of them is the breach of Gods commandement, 
where we are forbiddento worſhip any graven image, or Exod.ze, 
the likeneſle of any thing. | Secondly, this negative 

roofe drawne from Scriprures, is no ſufficient argument, 

contrary to the lawes of diſputations, as is plainly ſer Redelphun 

» downe inthe Topic called Pronunciatum, Authorit as non v4- 
+ tet iy negatiu's. Thurdly, I bring inſtance againſt bim, mw 
| C 3 of-- 
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14 of tmnoge werſkup. 
of the holy Scriptures, where che image of a Calfe is cal- 
., led an Idoll. Fot fo ſaith Saint Stepben: » ire gemeiares wap 
7 Knhggue inainagay; driyaryas Frving 1% 1420.9, he) MAGE 4 Cale in thoſe daver, 
, and offered ſacrifice to an idol, There in plainetermes the i- 
, or true repreſentation of a calte, is called an idoll, 
By this you ſee what {mal credit is to be gius cothis diſtin« 
Aion, and what falſe grounds Catholike dofrine is buil- 
ded vpon. Againe, Idols by Zellarmine himlelfe are called 
» fatue,and arc {otranſlated inthe Latine, 1. Kings 10.16.17, 
/ and what is fats« bur an image? Secondly, faith he : «fs 
idol is in the Hebrue tongue. Leuit. 19.26, Num, 23. Ofc. 
6. 4 vaine thing, a falſe thing ,a lye, alwates ſygnifying ſome falſe 
repreſentation, a falſe image nd net 4 true image; 4s eAbacuc. 
2-18. Whichreaſon becauſe it. is bur woorts twiſe 
ſodden, amere tawtologie , and all one wich the former, I 
anſwer toit as before. Thirdly, he arguerh our of Saine 
Paul 1, Cor.8.4. We know an idoll is nothing . It is 
(faith he ) iu refpe(t of the matter whereof it is made, as a 
Rlone mettall;but nothing in reſpett of the forme,becanſeit repre» 
Senteth tharwhich is not. To whichT anſwer as before, by 
deniall, in as muchas che golden calft,being for che mar- 
eter gold, repreſented that whichin forme was ſomewhat, a 
ly ſub c, animal mugibile,a lowing beaſt. And that 
I may make a better expoſition of Saint Paxls words, out 
, of S. Paw bimſelfe, of chat propoſition : /dolum nibil eff, av 
idoll is nothing : as in matter it is ſomething, ſo in reſpeR of 
any diuine vertue inic, which che idolater aſcribethco ir, it 
is nothing. And againe,by the analogic of chat place,itis 


« nothing citherin reſpe& of lanAification or pollution of 


» theſc meats which are offcred to ic. And ifchere beany that 
cannot,or will not be ſatisfied with chis anſwere, let them 
reply againſt ic. Fourthly,faith he: S. Hierom rpon Abac.2.& 

f Zach.1 3.compareth hersſies and idols together, becauſe 44 ani- 

; dol is a falſe image y(6 an hareſie is 4fal/e imagination. To which 
I anſwer: S. Hierow might as iuſHy haue compered herefies 
with images, which are many tunes as valike the _—_— 

whoſe 
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whole pictures they are made, as hereſy is different frs the - 
eruch, Buc he faylech inche maine point of his compariſon, 
becauſe this propoſition is not generally true,thar an idol is 
a falſe image, becauſe che calfe in Horeb, of which I firſt + 
» Was an idoll and acrue image. Fiftly, our of - 
Snſt aching hab. 1 1. Odyſs : (laith he) an idol is properly ſmeh 
repreſentation as the ſhadowes of men, firing phantaſies, and 
imaginations of the br ame, which we thinks we [ce when nothing 
is before our eyes, ghoſts , apparitions of ſuch as be dead. To 
which anſwere out of the vulgar Latine Bible, which is 
of better acchoricy with che Church of Kowe chen cuecr 
Enftachins was:that the word iwage,is alſo vied in the fame 
manner, as: /» 1magine raft homes, Man paſſeth a} an Plal;zo 7. 
image or 4 /badow. And leb (auch: I» the thoweghtrof the ic 196-416, 
nr dar gbt, when ſleepe f-leth on men, fears came pon me, 
and nad whtch made all wy bones to tremble, and the wind: paſ- 
ſed before me, and made the haires of ny fleſb ro fland vp : then 
food ane, 1 knew not not bu face, & imago, animage was before 
mine es aud in filence heard 1 aveyce, ec. Thus vnder a co- 
lour and ſhew of learning, hath he made an idle and fruit. 
leſle diſcourſe,co inctangle the imple reader, with no ſmall 
reiudice to the Romiſh: religion , which is defended by 
Lach flei ſhifts,rather chen by manifeſt crach. 
This le being remoued, itremaineth in the ſecond 
place, that we diſcuſle this queſtion : whether images are 
to be ontigged or not? And herein the praQiſe of the 
Romifh Churchis contrary to the doArine they do teach, 
becauſe in their Churches they worſhip images,& ſer them 
vp to be worſhipped; and inioyne the people to adore 
them; and yet noe able to ſtand inthe defence thereof, by 
their Writers they forſake their old defence, and by their 
Canons deny that any divine worſhip is due vneo ther. 
For the Councell of Trent hath theſe wordes : [magines Cncil,Trid, 
« (brifti > [auFtorwmbonorand: ſunt, mods tamen tn imagimibus Sf 25. 
* wow collocet uy fiducia nec ab us aliquid pet atur, nec in y1 ofſe cre= 
* datur aliqua dinimitary/ed ſolum bonorentur propter e01 ay" 
& 
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« bis repreſent ant: Imager are to be honored( not to be adored: )and 
they are to be honoured onely with ſach limitztsons, that we put 
we traſt or confidence in them , that we pray not unto thems , that 
\ we aſcribe not any diuine vertue to them, but onely they are to be _ 
honored for their ſakes whoſe imagert bey are,and whoſe likeneſſe 

they repreſent tos. There you (ce plainly what their do- 

Arineis, how they deny chem adoration. And yerby their 

praRtiſe, they do not onely proſtrate cthemſelues before 

them, as the Gentiles did before their idols, but plainly 

ſhew in ation, that chey ſuppoſe ſome diuinepower co be 

+ in them, inthatthey pray to them, and by their long pere- 

« grinations weary themſclues in vifieing ſome images ra- 

then others; yea they rrauell very farre to proſtrate 

. themſclucs before the images of our Sauiour Chriſt, and 

the virgiaCAary, and other Saintsin farre countries, when 

they haucintheir owne Churches at home the i of 

the ſame Saines ; yea farre more beautifull chen arc abroad. 

» Bellarmune (aith : O nmes cruces adoramus, we adore all 6 

mor , #f thecreſſe: And yetby his owneexpofition, this m—_ 4- 
aqul3; " doranmugwe adore them,is no more then if he had aid ; Fe 
' » honour them, andthinke reuerently of them, or vic them 
reverently , becauſe they be for exerciſe of deuotion, and 

make difference berweene them and other things' which 

are appointed only for ciuill vſes, And to make good this 

his expoſitis, he referrech vs to thatdecree of the Councel 

of Trent, which before I haue alledged. Moreouer he 

+ ſheweth, thatas there is one adoration which is religious 
belonging to God , ſo there is an other onely ", 
« belonging to all Ecclefiaſticallrices and ceremonies, and 
- ſuch things as are vſed in the Church. And to' that 
purpoſe he aledgeth the authority of the 2.Councell of 

Nice, which (peakech more in fauourof images then all 0- 

+ ther Councels, and decrecth in this ſort: Imagines ſant ve- 

Concil Nic #87 anda non quidem cults latrie, ſed bonove illo quo proſequi - 
tA7, * mr ſacras literas,vaſaſacre : Images areto be worſhipped , but 
how ? not with ſuch wor ſip as belongeth to God; but onely to be 


honoured 


honoured, as the 
thinke no Catholicke, holdeth that the Bible, the Baſen, 
the Font, and the Chalice, are to be worſhipped by adora- 
tion.) And ſo they call them ſacs invagines, ſacred imager; 
as they call other things which belong to che Church, res 


\ facras, bob 


cilties 
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{\burch bookes, and the (burch veſſels. ( Bur 1 


mr; as the Communioncu , vaſe /a- 
cra, holy = rm the Font, - 
perſonas ſacras ; their Churches, 
Biblia ſacra :and yet adore them not. And thus,as men a- 
ſhamed of themſclues,they qualific the marter by ſuch ſub- 
ilties among the learned,to auoid ſufpition of idolatry ,& 

continue the people in ignorance and grolle idolatry, A- 
. gaine, whereas efquines, and other Catholicke Doors, 


ztheir Prieſts, 


AMACT HIM [ACT HIT 
—_— z their Bibles, 


before delivered in groſle tearmes, char images areto- 


be worſhipped, cules / with din 
worſhip as is due vnto God. Bellarmine to qualifie the 
matter, and to reduce chemtoche 
of Trent, would (ceme to make a more milde 
g this diſtin ion: Inter / 
4s, betweene the Samnts themſelues and 
. their images and reliqnes.So inter Chriſtum & clus imagines & 
- HIS 0K Chriſt, hu images & reliques. 

And fo he hath written that the images & reliques areto be 

worſhipped with che ſame worſhip, as they whoſe i 

& reliques they are zand fo the images & reli 

with the worſhip of deli, and of Chriſ th /atria 
yeeat the lengeth,as a Cow that giucth a pailefull of milke, 
and chen kickethic downe with her heele,hedoth by a di- 
ſiinQion ſo qualifie the matter, and ſer downe ſuch a ſtate 


. ofthele words, c 
' ram imagines, & 


, culty larie, with divine wor ſhip, 


— — -— 


meaning of the Councel| 


De imay, b. 
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ofthe queſtion, whereby all is ouerthrowne. For, ſaich” 


+ he, that worſhip which1s called /atria, and chat which 
- is donkia, are of rwo ſorts , oneis cultus pers a true wor 
- ſep, which is duero che perſons themſclues : the ocher bur 
* andlrgicus, an analogicall, or equinocall worſhip onely, which « 
« dive to the images and rehques. But whac difference is be- 


twocne enalogum, and avalogatwme, a line Saint, and the pi- : 
D 
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- ture ofa Saint, I referre the conſideration thereof to the 
indgmerof all Scholers which haue lcarned bur 455fotle hig 
- Antipredicaments. As apainted man,oranalogical man isno 
. man,ſo analogical worſhip1s no worſhip a-painted man is 
. bur the reſemblance of a man, ſo analogicalt worſhip is bur 
. areſemblance of worſhip, and nor _ 7 ic ſelfe. But it is 
hard ro deviſe how they ſhould make ſuch a reſemblance 
of worſhip beforeche image, and not worſhip the image, 
And howſocuer,if i were poſlible, yerthe Apoſtle reacheth 
3 how they oughero auoidall ſhew of cuill. And thus hath 
; heauoyded that which was alledged againſt hmm by zqui- 
- vocation, which is contrary te the law of Schooles. 
To leauetheir doftrine,& come to their ſcandalous pra- 
Qulſe, we chargethem with breach of the ſecond commaun- 
demenc, becauſe they. fall Cowne before their images, Bet- 
De ima, ls. larmine in defence thereof, (aith: They do not cultis tribuere 
widfells . Gonmlacris taquam Digs yorſpip their images as Gods, but onel 
« they worſbup adobe as Fryers, wk inthe images f 
« thoſe Saints Leave whom they fall downe,and that ſuch worſhip is 
« net prohibuted in holy writ. Now therefore vpon this poine 
leeys ijoyne our ifſue. If co proſtrate themſclues before 
che image,and fay they worſhip notthe image, bur Godin 
the image, might be lawful; then might both lews & Gen- 
. tiles which Aid the like, haue excuſed their idolatry, foraf- 
, muchas neither ofthem hold their idols ro be Gods when 
, they fall downe beforethem, For knowing by che lighe of 
nature there was a God, butknowing him not as he ought 
to be knowne,nor in what ſort he ſhould be worſhipped, 
they framed idols, & worſhipped him in thoſe idols; & yet 
for ſodoing, they were condemnedin the holy Scnptures, 
-becauſe be being a Spirit, would be —__— in Spirit, 
; butnotinan idol; and ſo he will notbe worſhipped inan 
- image. Concerning che Iewes, which wereidolaters, they 
Þ4 mas 47 KEW their golden calfe was no God, but worſhipped God 
ns _—_ / inthe calfe, Bellarmine therefore askerh why they ſaid: Fa- 
Exod,z3, Cam Deos qui precedant nor:let vs make Gods to hay” 


of Image 
& Hi ſunt Dy qui eduxerunt te de terra 


Gods which brought thee out of /Egypt?l aniwer 


e/Eoypts; theſe be the 
LENS 


a. 


was to call idols Gods; bur Drosrepre/ZUatiner, gods Rs 
ung 


ſetation,becauſe they made thEro rep 
figure called 


ber for the ſingular. | anſwer himalſo by his owne diſtin- 
ion, they did meanc Deos analogicos nonverer, RE. 
ſtory o 

the Iudges, ſpeaking of Michathe idolater,therexr ſaith : 


gically but not truly & vninscally onderfiood.So int 
T his man Micha 


notcallhis idols Gods bur in this ſenſe, becauſe chey were 
idols. There ic is plaine that in the Scriptures that which is 
knowne & vaderitood to be no God bur an idol, yer is cal» 
led a God, And that I may ſomwhart inlarge this point for 
the better ſatisfaftion of che reader. The lewes knew that 


Godin particular which broughe che our of Xgypr 
en calfe was made; for a little before he came down 


fighe vpon mount Sina,they heard him ſpeake with rxod.ue. 


the gol 
hep 
their own cares, hea ed inthundering 
preſEce was ſo terrible they were afraid,they 


& 


before 


T atke thou with vs and we will beare thee, but let not him talke 
with vs left we dy;$ therfore could not think this calfe which 
they rhade afterward,to be the ſame Godywhich could nor 
ſpeake,nor terrifie them ar all, and conſequentlythey held 
+ itto be bur an analegicall or repreſentative God. Bur ſaith 


Bellarmine,chough 


they knew him, yet whe they made 


the calfe chey had forgotten him, How prouerh hethat? Fe- 
: 


. ceriit vitulis in Horeb, they made a calfe in Horeb,t 


wor /bs 


ped the molten image, forgat God which ſaned them, and ds 


* wonderfull things in E 
* tion, char forgerfulnetſe is of two ſorts z one whi 


yt. To which I anſwer by diſtin- 


ch is ig- 


norance, when-aman letreth ſlip oue of his memory i 
« which once he knew, or heard,or ſaw, as when Petey heard 
the cocke crow, he remembred the words of Teſus : the 
other of ingratude, as where it is written : The Butler did 
forgat hiny, that ts, he was ingrate=. Gen,qo,u; 
ate God. 
Againe, 


nor r 


Toſepþ, but 


Full to him, And in that ſenſe = Iraclites forg 
| 2 


e nemeri, Gods for God the plural num. 


an houſe of Gods, the holy Ghoſt would Juag, 18.5; 


Exod.19, 
9-1k 


Fx, : pol wy 


Plal, 105. 


Mace.26.75. 


Plal.s. 17 
| 
| 


De jap. b, 
244-134 
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Againe, any impiety, negligence, preſumption, diſobedi- 
ence, is called forgerfulneſle; as Dawid (peakerh: The wic« * 


* bed hall be turned into hell, and all they which forget God. And 


thar the forgerfulneſle ofthe lewes, could not be theobli. 
vion of ignorance, I proue by the text ir ſelfe : cras erit ſ6- 
» lennnit as Tehowe, to morrow ſhall a ſolemne feaſt be kept to the 
« God Tehona. (Which Iehona is the propername of the Ged 
of heauen, knownethen onely among the Iewes) ſo that 
they worſhipped Ichouain the calfe. Bur, ſaich Belloymine, 


« Reſpondeo forte Indeos {lor qui plures Deor veres eſſe tradebant, 
« non pwtaſſe hoc nomen eſſe pains ſed appellatinum : Perad- 


weture thoſe Tewer which held a multitude of true Gods thought 
that lehoua was not a nam? proper to one, but common to b 
To which 1 reply : That beſides religion muſt nor bo 
grounded ypon Bellarmine his Pzx avyentvREs, and 
idle conieftures, how can he auoid chis texr parallell ynro 
that, co ſhew what was the opinion of the [ewiſh Idolaters, 


Iudg.17. 3, Where Aica his mother ſaith : Santtificeni, &-vomi Tehowe, 


. (Fc. Thane ſanttified the ſiluer, and dedicatedit to Iehowa, to 
make a molten Image ? Foraſmuch as there by his owne 


. words, [ebowa Þſculprile, God and the molten Image,arerwo 


 ſeuerall things, votwm quod oft [culptile, + numen cus [culprile 


. vowetur, the vow which is the m1lten image, and the God Ieho. 


ua, to whom the image is denoted, ſhe could not thinke that 
' to be Ichoua. To cometothe worſhip of the Gen- 
tiles, what anſwer doth he malceto theſe arguments? Firſt 
they did, vm Deo plura ſimwlacra erigere, erett many idols to 
one God. For example, they acknowledge but one Tupiter, 
yet in euery country were idols of Iupiter : therefore 
made a Ares Lene the God himſelfe and his 1- 
doll: conſequently they did not thinke theidoll tobe a 
God. His anſwer is, Habuernnt alios Deos in clo, alir inter « 
ray nec putauerunt abſurdum ſi vn Dens caleſtis, it Inpi= 
ter vel : Apollo haberet in terra multos coll-gas minores jd eff, 
mula idola cin/dem nonins : The heathens hal (ome Gods m 
hbeuwen, ſome onearth ; neither did they thinks it an abſurdity 
that 


Of Image wor ſhip.” © 2 
;that one Godin heauen,as [wpiter or «Apollo, ſhould have many 
| fellow Gods infiriour yon earth, that is many idols to beare thee 
| namer, And I pray you what is this anſwer, but a confeſſion, 
or grant of that which 1 haue alledged, that the heathens 
accompred their Gods which chey thought to be in hea. 
ven, to be Gods indeed, & theſe ypon earth, before whom 
they proſtrared themſclues, to be but idols, and repreſen- 
tations of chem which werein heauen? therefore they did 
not thinke they were Gods. Secondly, they framed dayly 
new idols,and yerſfaid not that they made new Gods. His 
anſwer is: Putarunt Gentes [enonos Deos facere, ſaltem terre- 
ftrer: The Gentiles ſo doing, thought at the leaſt, they made (ach 
Gods as were ypon earth, although not ſach a were in heauen: 
which is no more then he ſpake before ro the firſt obieRi- 
on, a grant of that which | haucobiefted. Thirdly, ©Mnta- 
runt ſumulacra pro arbitrio, nec amen Deos mutarunt : They 
changed theig idols at their pleaſure , whereas their Gods conti- 
. mued the ſante To ithe ſaith:Keſpondes Ethmoor eadem fiultitia 
- qua pmtabunt Deos poſſe fieri manibus hominum, potmiſſe etiam 
- credere Deor aliquos potui(ſe deſtrus manibus hominunm : As the 
heathexs in their foolsſoneſſe thowght they could make Gods with 
their hands : {6 in as great folly they thought they could deftroy 
the Gods which they had made. And this 15 no more then was 
in theanſwer tothe firſt obietion, where he confeſſed that 
in the. opinion of the heathen, their idols were bur idols, 
and notrue Gods, Fourthly, S. « Fuga/time relaterh , that 
when the Gentiles were accuſed of idolatry,they anſwered 


» that : Non colcbant idolum, ſed numen quod per idolum ignifica. 1*2%0. in 
' batar : they did wot worſhip the idell, but the God which P/4193- 


was repreſented by it. This obieion Bellarmine repeaterh 
in his 2. booke and 11. chaprer. Burt in the 13. chapter, 
where he caketh ypon him co anſwer the arguments go- 
ing before, as I have ſhewed, he paſleth this ouer with fi- 
lence. 

Bucto op comeHe reaſons which Bellarmine produceth 
againſt ys for pro6le of this defence. f( ſaich he ) they 41d 

D 3 


not 


22 


not beleene theſe idols to 
God, and (a wor ſmppedno 
Frophe 
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be ods, but repreſentation: only 
or 4. , but God in thems, why do the 


ts labowr ſo much to perſwade them thas they were no 


Eſay 45. gods? I anſwer: wharſocuer we proſtrate our ſelues before 


Pla.13. 
AR.19. 


» 


,in our prayers, conſequently we make it our god, not by 


our opinion, but by that adoration, which is the proſtra- 


, ting of our (clues before it, not direRly, bur by a conle- 
, quent. And becauſethe people did ſo, the Prophets , and 


S. Pas{in thoſe places by him cited, do not fo much labour 
to proue them no Gods, as if the le had thought them 
ro - ſo , bur becauſe they proftrated themlelucs before 
them, and ſo by a conſequene made them gods. Bue (faith 


/ Bellarmine ) if they did not thinks them to be gods, why did they 


/inwocate, and call 


p 


Carechi(. 


vpen them? why did they pray wnto them n- 
leſſe they thought that they did heare them ? | an(wer out of che 
Roman Catechiſme which holderh this doQrine : that they 


Row. pars 4.7 uſt pray to the images of ſaints 1n the Rowiſh (burches , not 
caps ſoft, + 


3 


« which 


thinking that the images can heare them, but that the ſaints, 


thoſe images are repreſented, ſhould heare themi when 


* they pray before their images. The words are theſe. Quwm 


* 


ad tmaginem [ant 
ciet, ita tum ſentiat ſe ab illo petere 1 ſecumoret, ſubig, pf 
ea que Domice orationss formula continentur, & [1 *# 
interpres C* deprecator apud Dewn. When any man (aththe 
Lords prayer before the image of any ſaint , let his meaning be 
thus, that he craueth of the ſaint humſelfe whoſe image it 11,that 
the ſaint would pray with bum, and obtaine for him thoſe petitions 
which in that forme of prayer are comprehended , and ſo that he 
world be for him inſteed of an interpreter , and a ffoker man for 
him with God. So then, as the Catholike prayeth to the 


3 108445 QF uis domunicam or ationem pronun- 
oftulet 


- image of the ſaint , thatthe (Zint his ſe'fe may heare him, 
. and nor the image: likewiſe, the Gencile prayeth tothe 


ar 
iT 


idoll, not that the idoll, bue God ſhould heare him. Other 
a" he produceth, weaker then theſe, as namely : 
at the Gentiles thought their idols to be gods , becauſe they 


/ were ſo taught by their Prieſts; and the world did ſo beleeme, bt- 


cane 


o 


Of Imago worſhip. 
1 64%/e the idols did [ceme to FPeake, when indeed, not t 
1 the dimels fake out of them, as al/o becauſe they had the 
1 men,they thoug bt they had inthi life & motion. To which 


23 
, but 
4 


{wer : their Prieſts did not fo teach chem, neither did the 


were gods,burt analogically as be- 
- fore:For the Gentiles held chat God was a ſpirit and nota 
. bodyzthe diuels ſpeakingour of them could nor make the 
+ Genles belecue theyſpake,no more the the friers (peaking 
- outof the rood- loft maketh the Catholike chinke that che 
keth.Again,the divels ſpeaking 
; out of them did imitate God, which ſpake our of the fiery Exod... 


world belecue thatt 


. image inthe rood.loft ſpea 


j buſh, whe ir could not ſeeme probable thac the buſh ſpake, 
| but God out ofir. Laſtly,thactheir idols had the 
, men, it maketh againft him, for chat ſhould be an induce- 
; ment rather to make them thinke they were no gods, bur 


And to conclude, that Imaynot be tedious, concer- 
in the Church , whether it be 
hey alledge for proofe of the lawfulneſle 
thereof the example of God himlelfe, which commanded 
images to be erettedin che remple of Sa/omon, and there- 
upon conclude, we may by that warranc ere&t images in 
our Churches ; which is but to deceive the fimple witha 


Carechi(; 
Rom, pars 3, 
£49. 2. 


fallacy called , A dio ſecundum quid , ad diftum ſimpliciter. Bell.de imas 
Salomon lawfully erefted images in his temple hauing re- 25.45.53, 
cciued a commandement from God; therfore we may ere + 


them in our churches, when Godihath not giuen any ſuch 


commandement. The Iſraelites lawfully robbed the &+ Exo&-1+-2, 


inted them ſo to do; bur wemay 


gyptians, when God appo 
no ſuch diſpenſation from God. He 


not do the like, haui 


« is kberrimum agens, afree agent, and aboue his law; buewe 

« are vnder it, and may not breake it withour warrant from 

- him. God-aith : Non facies 156i [culptile, thow ſhalt maks to Exod.2o, 
thy ſelfe no graen image; and yer we may Deo ſenlptilia far 
cere ,make graucn images to God,that is,yhen he doth ſo ap» 
point it, and ſo Sa/omendid, 


of Pradeflination. 


CHAP. 3 
Of Predgſtination. 


- the better vaderſtafiding what predeſtination is, ic 
behoueth vsro know firſt; that God hath wricten three 
bookes, the one of nature, to hold vs withouc excuſe, in 
which we may reade there is a God; and that is the fabrike 
Rom.t.:o, Ofche world. The other of Grace, to ſaue oar ſoules,which 
Plal.1g.r, is the holy Bible,where he hath manifeſted himſelfe in his 
2. Tims 3- Sonne. The third of life, for our farther aſſurance, which 
obs is his ſecret counſell, and it he reſerueth to himſelfe in his 
Apoe.zo, OWne boſome. In itwe cannot reade particularly whoſe 
_—_ " names are written, becauſcitisnot pobliſhed as the ewo 
Apoc.5,z, other are, bur it is ſealed yp with ſeuen ſeales , and none 
can open it, bur the L Chriſt Ieſus. Yer our ofthe 
booke of Grace we are taught that ſome few are written 
inthe booke of life, and che Chriſt Ieſus hath reuea- 
ledro S.Pawhis choſen veſlcll ſeuenleanes of that booke, 
containing ſeuen heads, or principall chapters, to giue vs 
ſome ſimali light and caſte thereof, that we may not be 
meerly ignorant of ſo much as in his wiſedome he thoughe 

fit co impart vnto vs- 
; The Apoſtle hath theſe words : We know that all chings 
—_— We worke together to the beſt to them that loue God, enen to then 
23" that are called of his purpoſe, for thoſe whoms he knew before be 
hath predeſimated to be made like the image of bis Soune, that he 
might be the firſt-borne«rmong many brethren . Moreower, 
whom he bath predeſlinated , thens he called, whoms he called, 
them he inilified, whom he inſtificd, them alſo he glorified. And 
in another place : He bath choſen 25 in him (meaning ( brift ) 
before the foundation of the world, that we ſhould be boly and 
blameleſſe before bim in lawe, who hath predeſtinated 5 to be a= 
doptedthroagh leſus ( brift, vnto hu ſelfs, according to the good 
pleaſure of his will. In whigh wordsare delivered theſe fe- 
ven principall heads, tit, Purpoſe, Fore.knowledve, 


Predeſti- 
Ko. | 


Erb.1.4-f. 
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Predeſtination, EleRion, Vocarion, Iuſtifiction, Gloriti- 
<ation, which all ofthem Idefine afrerchis manner. 


His purpole is be phy immurable decree in ge» 


nerall, that he will be gj&od by his creatures. 
Fore-knowledgegFkis. exgrnall and immutable decree, 
oceceding meer| his will and pleaſure, that kewill 
clorifiedby ſaluation of men. Which fore-know- 
ledge calledin atine preſciextia,is nor deriued of the verbe 
ſcie, which ſignifieth barely to know, bur of ſsſco,which is So 338 is 
anre dec to know with a certainedecree, or determi- <==<.=<e 
ntion that he will haveirtobeſs;, arwhere iciowriten; 235; 


foreknowledge of __ immutable we emer the RY 
cauſe that come to paſſe; fornothing co- 
meth Ee beeelo le knew- it would be ſo, burbecauſe PR" 
he ordained thatir ſhould be fo. | 
proces Ns es reel endplenter darko on 
ing onely from his wi he will 

-lorificdby the aluation of fome particalar men.aboue , 

thereſt, aswhere itis wricten : 7 have lowed Jacob, and bated Mob 


5as. 
Eletion is his cternall and immutable decree , procee- 
ding from his will and pleafure, that the whole lumpe be- 


or ma(ſfe , 1 » which are predeſti- 
nated to be veſlels of nn 74 71 yy wr 
ether clay, which ſerueth tomake veſlcls of wrath and de- 
ſtrution. And all theſe foure go beforethe conception of Romy. 13; 
man, the other chree follow after, not in Gods ſecret deter- | 
mination, but onely in his execution, two of them ia this 
life, and che otherin che life ro come. 
Vocation is an aQtion of eſpeciall grace in this hfe, in 
which by the holy Ghoſt inwardly working, the Miniſter 
ofthe word ourwardly preaching,and the will ofman vn- 
fainedly conſenting , mani converted to = 
as E fan 


jt 


cr 


«- 


De 714t & 
bb: wbio.l, 


2,447,10- 


De gratia 
& lib,arb l. 
2<4P.16, 


26 of Predeflination. | 
faickh,and pidty of hife,” : -. * 

luſtiicaton 1s a fencence of grace in this life, our of 
wh ch they which arc eftc&ually called, are by him 
through Chriſt abſolued fromfin, and conſequently from 
the ſemence anddecrec ofdeath. 

Glorificatioais an ation of glory inthe life ro come, by 
which corruption being caſt off, he doch cloaththem with 
unmorcality after the ſamilicude of the reſurretion of Teſus: 
Chriſt. . 

Theſe are ſubordinate onetothe other, the firſt foure 
being before one another in order;but.nortin time; becauſe 
chey are crernall: the other three, though in Gods booke 
they be aiſoexernallinreſpettof his dererminartion, yer in 
reſpeRofthe men thacare called,iuſtified, and glorified, 
as they are ats proceeding from his decreesto execuceand 
accompliſhthar intthem wiuch God hath decreed, nor on- 
ly in order buc alſo in time, they follow-after, as they are 
notin eternity butinrime. Theſethings being duly confi- 
dered,lcr vs cometo the ſtate of the queſtion. 

Our do&trine 1, | that God by erernall decree hath-or- 
deined ſome to faluation, others to damnation ; the cauſe 
which moucd him: ſo co do,being not in them, bur only-in 
himſelfe, and chatis onely his will and pleaſure. The fub- 
ies therefore of this diſputation are two forts of wen, 
Paucitas ſalvwendorum, the paxcity, or ſmall remnant of them 
whych are faxed. And concerning them, Bellarwine his de- 
fcnce is all one wich ours; thatchey are faued;no canſe be- 
ing inchemſciues, bur onely in God, withour any foreſight 
of any thing inthem. He ſaithit « 4 doctrine conſonant to 
Scriptures,to the tr aditionof the (burch,& to reaſon grounded 
vpon Scriptures and Fathers. The difference berweene him 
and ys isonly c ing them which are compc chended 
in the ſccond nl is numer oſitas Nammatormithe great 
wrltitude of them which are dammed. Of chem he faith: ( at- 
H1ns cont endunt bomines ante pr eusſionem peccats ad mortem 
deſtmator quod cum Detiuſtitia puguat : —— 

we 
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inſtece of Gag 19 07 deine men to defiruition withedt | of 
ſome cauſe ti be in themſeluer. Ovr anſwer is : God ordei 
them co deſtruftion of his owne will; nor for their finnes, 
and yer not being withour ſane, bur bringing with them 
incothe world from their natiuiry and conception, ſuſfici- HF 
ene matter of condemnation before his decree-thbuld be 

put in execution: asthe Hebrues when they wero in /&- 

gypt did boch build for Pharaoh, and alfo findeſtrawtheir ,, , _, 
ſelnesto make morter for the building. \Wedittingurth 4% 
mer Vaſa ipſa, & uvnincr/am maſſam, betweene the bo 
particular which are made to condenmation, andthe 

one of which they are faſioned and framed. Thoughrthey 

were ordeined to damnation for no iniquity which was 
particularly in themſelues, yer that there might be\no in- 

1uſtice with God, he had a generallreſpeR cothe mould of 
iniquity whereof they were made. He hated Efawin his 

owne perſon, not for any thing that was in £/es, but there 

was matter enough inthe whole lumpeout of which he was 

created, wherefore he ſhould hate him. Saint « Auguſtine 

faith: CAerito ininſium videretur quod fiunt vaſa ad perditio+ , , | 
new nf efſet in Adam vuinerſa maſſa dannate: it might Lo 
ſeeme ininſlice that any ſhould be veſſels ardemed to defiruttion, 

had it not bene ſo,t bat the whole lumye ont of which thoſe veſſels 

were formed, had bene dammed before in Adam. So he ma- 

keth the foundationof this decree to bethefall of «Adam; 

and yer ſo, thae the faule and guile of condemnation 

ſhould reſt in chemſclues; and yerthis fall of Adew not to 

be anantecedentor cauſe of this decree, buta conſequent 

or ſcquele of that decree. But'concerniog the veſlels in 
particular which are comprehended in this , the A- 

poltle ſaith : God hated Elau that his purpoſe might remaine R 
according to eleftion, net byworkss , but by bim that callerh, "9s 
where he plainly deliuereth this dotrine : That Godin this 


onef Elau,rejpeited nothing in bu ,bur the cauſe 

; him to —— ſclfe. If the 
aduerſay alledge (as viſually he - ) thatalbcir God did 
| 2 not 
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= 
Hot hate him ex operibus, for bu exill worker were in 
rar er meyer yer he did hate him 
ex prets/i; eperibus, becanſe he foreſaw thoſe exill worker which 
afterward when be ſhould be borne be would commut : | anſwer : 


Thatobieftion 1s prevented, and: fully ſatisfied by the 
words themſelves in that which followeth afrer. Concer- 
ning the words theryſelues Sainc Auguſtine ſaith : $5 _ 
Bachirid.ad 9per4 que Des wig, preſciebat vellet intelligs, 


wequaqum dice- 
— er guoinem marmlamrn yuem/ wonder 


pre me od pour amok 
e947: prey Ao nd rtpurwgrf op 7 Op 
Worxrss, but he wonl{rather hane ad: God hated hims be- 
yan Fur i, , and ſo he wonld nat 
reſolued this but alſe have made it ſo plaine, 

that it ſpould bane bene ws. queſiron. But in the words 
which follow, Saint Paw/cxprefſleth his owne meaning to 
be as | hane delivered, firſt by anſwer to this ob- 
ietion : 1s there iniquity with God? God forbid. For fleſh 
would obic that it were iniuſtice condemmare hominem non 
nerum, ts condenune the child borne : To which obieftion 
heanſwererth : /t « , Which anſwer in defence of. 
Gods inſtice, had bene mm. ors 3 war v3 cena 
lefle, if ie were ſo that God did in his decree condemne him 
out of a foreſight of finge, which he knew he would com- 
mie, forafwach as Godin hae forefighrcovid nor be decet- 
ued,and his decree was not ro be execuredvnrill the finne 
were committed, and chat were in mans jud noint- 
quiry or iniuſtice. Secondly he cleareth the matterby in- 
larging that pointto makeic more nt to Mans capa- 
cy, he ſaith : He will bawe mercy vyou whom he will 
have mercy, and where he will, he hardeneth. And againe, it 
us wot in him that willeth ( m1! indexour! ) nor 1» huw 
that runneth ( meaning 1h eh ms) but w God that- 
farweth mercy. There he, reac thar che nel lf 
iuſtice, and rule whereby God jn his predeſtination and. 

repro« 


vech him thereunco, is onely ane=y = png ag agers 
cnn velunt as oft tuſticie regula: He cannot do runſtice whech ts 
tyed to no other rule of imſtice, x armies will. Whazſocver is the 
—_—— —— — thus - 

open queſhon, and ſhewed 
SI defence, let vs exumine what may be (aid a- 
gainſt ys. 

Our aduerſaries which we are to conclude withall, 
Bellermine and Becanrns, ewo famous leſuines. Salome 
ſeemerh in words ſomewhat to diſcemt from vs by wilfull 
iftalci jrereng areas yn pi 
he rounds of his diſputation,as a man 
—_— h plainly he ſeeth. He goeth @- 
bout the buſh by eighes and fabeileies chat he naighe 
at the leaſt, beare the world in hand he ſtandech in'op- 
patios againſt vs, bur when he commerh co the poine, 

diſcenterh not from vs. As for Becaww which hath 
writtenafter him, he would be ro ſee more then 
others did before; and therefore his owne 
tafie with new trickes, and buficth the reader with 

farre ferched, and tO t 

macter . In his whole craft hee the ayre, and 
fighteth with his owne (ſhadow, but commerh 

—  —— —— mba. d. 

ne hae, a MAINE BAI I ET 120W b19 CONF O- | 

bins and v1 Nr TR we 


Math, 29. 


iillums alum, nulla datur £114 carſa exparte bominum. eAffir- 
mutians oft : Habet Deus voluntarem eos dammands, & huina 
c1u{a oft pr ex1ſio peccati; T here are two att; of God mn his repro» 
bation, the firſt negatine , the other aſſirmative. His negatine 
att us this: He bath no will to ſane them, and of that an. os " 
19 car[e at all in men, but onely in humſelfs. The affſirmatine aft 
is this : He bath a will to damne them, and the cauſe of this is 
the fore/:ght of ſrme. For proote of the negatiue (aith, Bellar- 
mine : God hated Eſau, antequam alsquid malt agi(ſet non ſolum 
coram hominibus, ſed etiam in preſcientia Det , before he had 
done any emill , not onely in the ſight of men, but alſo in the. fore. 
knowledge of God. He hated hum ( ſaith he ) not for originall 
finne, for then ſhould he 44 weil haue hated [acob, becauſe origs- 
nall ſinne w4s common to them both; nor becauſe he was wort 

of hatred, for ſo they were both, and ſo be ſhould bane hated all 
men, and eletied none becauſe all were worthy of hatred. By the 
Way ( ſaith he) it is to be noted , that theſe words : to hate, to 
harden, which in termes are affirmatine, in ſenſe are negatine,as 
#diſſe eft nolle dsligere, indarare nolle miſerers, to hate, us not to 
lowe, to harden, it not to be willing to ſhew mercy. Agame (ſath 
he) that a man is hardned, though it be a 

paſt, yet it is an effet> of thu reprobation, ſo that God doth har« 
den bin bare ew crwmby he appointed bim to be 4 repro- 
bate. Laſt of all (ſaith he) facere vaſain contumeliam, to makg 
men veſſels of diſhonour ; though being underſtood in thu ſenſe : 
depmtare ad contumeliam, to depute thens to di/honour and ſhame 
is affrmatine; yet , being thus ynderſiood : Facere vaſa quaiia 
requirit totins maſſe conditio , & fic relinquere, & mbil ahuid 
addere, to make then ſuch veſſels a5 the nature and condition of 
the whole lumpe requirath, and 0 toleane them, and do nofur- 
ther aft, is negatine, and of all theſe there is no cauſe in men,but 
onely in God. - But for proofe of theaffirwative, which is : 
Haber e voluntatem dammauds , tohawe a will to damme them 
(ſaith be ) that is by reaſon of the foreight of ſame , we bane in« 
ftance. Ite maledstt in ignem aternum, Go ye enr/ed into exerla- 
fling fire , the 'canſe of this dammation is ſorwed to be in them- 
ſelnes 
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ſelner: 1 was hungry, and ye gane me no meats; Oe, Bonus 


Dew eft, twſtus Dena eft, God 9 good, and God is inſt , be ran vugef. (ih, 


ſaxe, though men hauc not deſerued (aluation, becauſe he is 

but he cannot condemme them nlc(ſe they bane deſermed condems- 
wearion, becauſe be 1: 1nſt. Condemnare alique:» ſine culpa oft pu- 
uire ue canſa, quod iinſtum i, To condemne a man without 
favlt is to puniſh without cauſe , and that cannot ſkand with in- 
ftice. So farre goeth Bellarmane. 

Now, that | may {peake co every poine, I will firſt re- 

his-words : Keprobation (ſaith he) hath two parts, one 
pe ws God will not ſave the cauſe of that is in Gody the 
ot we, that God will condemene, the.cauſe thereof it 
in mes, - Firſt, I ſay this is no lawtull diſtinfion, co make a 
dicezficy of that whichis an idencity;forthere is equipoliens 
tiew re, they be different onely intermes, butare equipol- 
lent one to the other in ſub{tance. He ſhewerh out of Saint 
ROT that co hate, and to harden, which in termes 
are ciue, arcin matter all one with nolle a5/gere, nolle 
muſerers , not to loye, not to hane mercy, which are negative. 
But after the ſame manner I come yponhim, Dew valt 
dammare, God will condewane, is a propolition in voyce affir- 
matiue, and equiuolene to this: Dew non wilt ſalnare, God 
will not ſane, which is negative. Andas there is no meanc 
betweene loue and hatred, mercy and induration, buthe 
that isnoe loued of God is hated, he char findeth nomercy 
is hardned: So, in Gods predeſtinarion there is nomeane 
or third thing bceweene {aluation and-damnation, but ne- 
cellarily | by this decree, he that is not ſaved muſt be 
damned , he chat is not ſeparated fromthe lumpe ofini- 
quity muſt belefe co continueinthe lumpeof iniquity, no 
meane bertweene ſeparation from it, and continuance 
init. 

Bur ſecond[ly,to leave his idle rermes ro himſelfe, which 
ſauour of ſubriltie, and nor of ſubſtance, and which make 
char co ſeeme darke and obſcure, which is as cleereas the 
day lighc ; | will ſhewplaincly-ourof himfelfe that in do- 


QArine 


32 ' Of Predeſtination, 
Arine he conſenteth with vs : For,concerning this affirma- 
tive at God will condemne E/aw, which he ſaith « av af7 
of Gods reprobation, let him acquit himſelfe if be can. 1 
would know whether he will hauc it co bea part of repro- 
bation, as it is 5» 5pſo decrero, in the decree it ſelfs, or in deeret 
exeentione , in the execution of the decree ? mintention or 'in 
attion? one ofthem ic mult be. 

Thedecree i ſelfe which is Gods intention is eternall, 
the ation which is the execution ofhus decree, is o- 
rall. ys een wa to the — 

eby his owne argument, that chen the ca 

_ (4 vn" not in F/a, bur only in God. 
For,he framed his argument roprouethe negative part in 
this manner - Thet God would —_ Eſau , TY 
cauſe he foreſaw ſinne m him , for then he ſhould net bane ſaved 
Iacob ; for he foreſaw ſinne in lacob as well as in Eſau. Sol 
come vpon ng That God would 
condemne E.(au, it was not becauſe he foreſaw (inne in hin, for 
then he would haze condemned Llacob, becauſe he did foreſee ſin 
in lacob as well 4inElau; Therefore, as Zelarmine inferreth: 
the cauſe was enely tn God that he wonld not ſave Eau. So I in- 
ferre,the cawſe was only in God that he would condemme Elau. 
Bur if he meane that the affirmatineparris to be referred co 
the condemnation TITS 
which is temporall, and notto the decree it ſelte, which is 
erernall( as needs he muſt ) and it appeareth _ 
his words following that ſo he meaneth, we hold wi 

him, and his defence is all one with ours. For, how doth 
he proue the affirmatiue part : That God will condemue them, 
it is in themſelues ? bur by this ſencence of Scripture, Math. 
25. Go ye curſed into eternal! fire, the cauſe being ſhewed to 
be in themſelues : /was hungry , and ye fed me not. Theſe 
words are a finall ſentence to be pronounced at the end of 
the world, and not the decree it ſelfe, which was beforethe 

inning ofthe world, theſe words pucthe decree in exc- 
cunon, and area ſentence publiſhed day +> 
mo 


- — 
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mouth of our Sauiour Chriſt, whereas reprobation is a 
ſecret which God reſerueth to himſelfe in his owne bo- 
ſome. And, whereas he cailech this finall featence of the 
Iudge-reprobation, it cannot properly be fo called, bur 
onely-by the figure called metoninnacffetius pro canſa,where 
the effeit is v/ed for the cauſe; tor this is condemnation, and 
not reprobaion, an cffe& of reprobation, burnur repro - 
bation ic (elfe. 

And, where for of the affirmarive part he ſayth 
out of Saint Awgu/ime, Condemnare ſine cnipe off punire ſine 4uruf 1; 
can/a quod ininſtum oft, To condemme without favilt ,ts to puniſh adverſQ1- 
without cauſe, aud that is againſt initice; | hold with him, God <*.<4ati, 
cannot in his iuftice puniſhor condemne any man which 
hath not deſerued condemmationor puniſhment : but whar 
is this co reprobation ? Pater acknowledged (0 
much long, re Bellarmane his workes came forth, where 
be fayd; Peccat a ſwnt canſa or condemmantier, non tamen cur Petros Mars 
4 Deo reprobantar, Sinnes are the cauſe why men are dammed, tr /scorum 
and yet no cauſe why men are reprobater. So where he faith © 
that God doth make'veſſels of diſhonour, the cauſe isin ***** 
himſclfey bue chat he- doth depwrare ad contunecliam, appoint 
them to wrath and diſoenore : Itis inthe men themſclues, we 
conſent with him,in as much as this deputationis an ation 
which is cemporall, but chat making of veflels of wrath is 
a decree which is eternall, Peter Martyr faith : Peecataſunt 
Caſa damnationss que fit in tempore , ſed non reprobationss que 
fait ab eterno, Sinne is the canſe of dammatiin which is in als 
but not of reprobation, which was before time , finne 48 an effect 
of reprobation, and therefore it cannot be a cauſe of 
As the Apoſtle Saint Paw,and Zellarmiine his (elfe do (hew, Eph. r.4. 
that gaod warkes are no caule, butanefte of cleftion: fo De gratis 
theargument followeth : finne is nota cauſe, butaneffet & 44.0154. 
of reprobation, The finne of Pharaoh was hardnefle of * 
heart, be would not letthe people gozthibcould notbe the 
. cauſe why God crernally did reiect him, but God reiefted 
him ccergally; and therefore intime he hardned his heart, 


F that 


Ewchirid. 
©p.1, 
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that he ſhould not lerthe peoplego. 

Laſt of all, there areewo ſorts of cauſes, one the higheſt, 
an other ſubordinate, which go berweene che decree,& the 
execution thereof. So that albeit Gods will was che firſt 
and higheſt cauſe that he ordained ſome co damnarion : 
which cauſe was onely in himſcife , yer there are found o- 
ther cauſes inferiour and ſubordinate, ſufficient ro ſtand 
with che rule ofiuſtice, that his decree ſhould be pur in 
execution, as hardneſle of hearr, infidelicy, and other fans, 
which cauſes are inherenc in the men themſelves. 

Becanns wrieerh in this manner : The dotirme of predeffs- 
nation ({aich he) is wderffood two manner of wayes : either ac- 
cording to the Cat bolthe defeece, that God bd, poſt prexiſjonems 
gere ex (ua muſerrcordia ad gloriam , ales m 
reluaguere we offent aſa in courrumetans , After he foreſane ors- 

fonue wn the whole lunye being corrupted, of hex mercy 
cheoſe ſome to be veſſels of howors , and leaxe others i the hunpe 
of percation to be veſſels of dbſBanony : Or wy ro Caluin, 
that Ged before be foreſaw 08. 5 Exmaſſaintegra,Out 
of the lumps bemy (ound, ned ſore to life, others to deaths 


——_—_— , or their parents. And as itis taken 
in that ſecond he argueth againſt Caiwin, and out of 
this diuifion ſo made by hieſe IK, he framerh his diſpu+ 
ration. 


By che way, before we come to hisargumencs. Firſt, ic 
13 ſuperfluous and idle; to ſuppoſerthat God did predefti- 
Bare ants ave poſt prexiſioncem peecats , before or after thefore- 
, in rag aufe he did both previdere 

. CO and predeſiinate from rid 
with ham there 1s wab«/ prize aut poſterion, nothing a 
ter, bereule hoiobaforenlicines terry: Joc nee. 
pute ignorance vneo God , 2s if ſome rhing had bene to 
come to paſſe which once he did no foreſee. Thirdly,our 
queſtion is nor of the cre when ? burof the cauſe | 
God did predeſtinace ? | confeſſe with Bellermine 
rermes: 


Of Predeliin ation; 35 


termes : Poſt premifionem opernm. ex prenifir operibur, 
- wm 7 A workers, and ou! fa for fight of rerkes ( _A 


mew 


king this fore rt one, ſo that he *- 16. 


diſpureth not of the time when ? bur ofthe cauſe why God 
tid predel! Cm _ chis leſuire iris otherwiſe, 2s 
cth by the ſequele of his diſputarion and there- 
orc he commer ox eee rhe queſhon wie he 

ſeth, As alſo, maſſaiwegra & corrupt, theft ato of innoc 
aud of fie, though incime chey fecorededentamaatargir 
in Gods forehght they were both ar once. But ler vs come 
_; od did norpredefiio life 

| God di ate any man co life ex maſſa 
integra, out of tbe lumpe bring ſound, before he forelaw =P 
ginall finne 10 hiw, he taker himeo 


reaſons, the firſt is thus - <4 [6, then the decree foe 


b 
ne in him. 
| e eafthe Maes Mawr ee oops 
of fone horns the decree of incarnation: 
wet Adam formed, (rift had nener bene incarnate, He proveth 
the Minor, becauſe coeur chiles hate bene grenteep- 
euthe mevitt ef eur Saviour Chrift For Saint Pax! faith: E- 


lagit notin (hrifto, be beth choſen 11 in (rift, &c. To which Epb.1.4. 


I an{were : This is c-waxis, a skjrmiſh with his owne ſha- 
dow, but no combat with Cain, becauſe he obrrudeth 
that to Ca/vin which is not his doftrine. Calzindoth not 
hold thac Goddid predeſtinace any man to life ex wa{/2 in. 
P> a yt of the lumape being found : nr eee 
ſound, men were in ſtateot life wwe crearionis , by the 
of their fo ft creation, and if erent ar por Ayes. 
there had beve no vic of predeſtinarion, for that 1 <9 
ded Chriſt his merits, which were to take place meſſ4 
Fa Fa tae oe kn 
ce or ordeine 


33 ro 


- 
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behdes chat 4 qa5- wogſollible that: 

 ORELDuIT the firtt 
ſtand wich Goes Tolle: mw 
God did ab <t 


created, ; CorPupt 1077 Twprion of it, 
deſtinate out of it by bis decree, (ome 19 tifs;fdmgto py br 
ſeeing that it ſhowld be corrupted. For in his predeſtination, 
he had a gue reſpeft cothewhole lumpe. which hee 
foreſaw Id be corrupred, though nor tothe corrupri- 
on of cuery particular veſicll which was to be frarved out 
of chat lumpe : ſoh1s predeſtination.- which was decreed 
frometernicy was executed in time, aſter the lumpe had 
recciued corruption; forſo Jong as it c6tinued ſound, there 
could be no vſc of. predeſtinanon,nor poſſibility of death 
And ſo, cucnas they whichare faued,' are the children of 
God before they ate borne, by eternall- predeſtination, but 
not by atuall adoption vnrill they be CoRified ; likewiſe 
they which axe damned, beerernally by reprobation be- 
forechey are bern, buc nor aftualiy before they be infeRed 
with Go, che childrenof Belial,and veſſels of deſtruftion. 
Secondly, how could there be prexiſio peccats in maſſa in- 
regra, aforeſight of ſunne in the lumpe being ſound ? when tnte- 
gritas maſſe & origmale peccetum, the ſoundneſſe of the lumps 
and or iginall ſence cannot ftand together} God did foreſee thar 
che ſound lempe ſhould be inteed,' burnot fo long as ic 
continued inintegrity. The lumpe fo longas it wasfound, 
conſiſted bur of twoperſons, eAdawand Eve, borh which 
are ſaved, by all mens confeſſion : how then did God pre- 
deſtinate any todamnation our ofthe tampe bemg in in- 
tegpiry? I confeſle that inreſpe&ot che: corruptionof the 
whole lumpe which God did foreſee,cthere was farſtafbre- 
ſightof finge, thena decree that Chriſt ſhould beincar- 
nate, and then the decree of predeſtination founded ypon 
zhe merits of Ieſus Chriſt, which were in order, as we'do 


apPre: 


joe Tg r* 


pepnns them, one before yerineternity, 
Godrhey wereakop mag wr aern _ 


lumye there were noneof theſe ; to chat this 
fyllogiſme confureth not { alwin, - 
His ſecond is chis : /nfexr;(fath he with- 
out bapti/me, to Caluins dotirine; are * the 
_ their parents, therefore God banigy 4 retpett to their 
inated them, non /ae int uita operuns, not without 4 
bt andrelation to ſomewhat which was in the perſons of 
theſe men. To which [ anſwer : That in-the ſtate of inno- 
Baptiſme was nocin{tiraced, neither was Faith prea-» 
ear Anu bo hediſpurerethidlely, 'Againeif hehad 
broughechis argumene to proue _ after the 
—_ was corrupted,to proceed from any thing that God 
inmane Ie were heck Pellecinjnmgayteyrnccſ 
LT Ione ey ne 
che cluſe to 4 
bue contrarily tvs Fer mer is the cauſe why man 
is comprehended ' vnder the couenant' of Grace, and 
why hee giverhhim faith chat hoe! may |bee ſaved. Far 
whomſoeuer he vouchſaferh the end, them alſo. he youck- 
ſaferhthe meanes whereby they may aveaineto that end. 
Gods predeſtiaation confilterh with gaod workes as it 
doth with faith, though he predeſtinateth freely without 
the merirof good: workes, the workes an cf 
| feftandend.of GodstleRion, and nos. the.cauie that, mo» Eph.r. 


wed himroecle&vs :.for the Apoſiic {aich : He choſe ws that 
we wnght be holy, os IT bely, or becawſe be d4d 


foreſee that we ſhoald be holy. Aud his eleftion is made;fureto , p,,. 
vs bygood works, arcchecffetts and fruicy chercok. 
a icoquaderien; or: predeſtination todeath, axe 
a1: ex maſſaintegra, before the fore- 


febref origiant ſame, 7D; berg ſound, he arguerh 
thismanner : Firſt, God decreed 10 create man to perpetwall 


cent. am. _—_— —— 
7 


baeppineſſe, mere is 15 [a1d ; Fackam'ts bomimem, let us nate Gen, 1, 


Plal.24, 


Rom.9.2r, Apollle faith : Ir 6 inffice, Numnguid deo non licebit 
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that man ( wnleſſe he were di/obedvent : Puacung, die, 
what day ſoexer thox ſhalt eate of the muddle tree,thow (balt dye. 
Thirdly, he decreed to bew mercy to all mankinde rather 1 
cruelty, uninerſe vie eins muſericordia, all bis waies are mercie. 
Tea God was mer cifull exen to the reprobates becarſe he gaue his 
Sorne to be the Redeemer of mankiade. And there digroting 
from his argument, he exclaimech againſt Calnin, av if ( 
«in (hould - that God aid execute cruelty vpon mankinds , 
eleft but afew,and dame a great multitude, condemne man be- 
fore his cauſe is beard, ſtirre man up to commit ſume,thas there- 
gud ;ght take » to puniſh him. My anſwer i323 be» 
ore. Firſt,that he did not foreſee any originall finne chat 
could be in mano long as man was to contiave inthe ſtate 
of innocency; and therefore he doch but beate the aire as 
Fl Oe Ys Cainin, which ( aluin neucr 
meant,cthae God predeſtinace any manto death the 
lampe being pure: forreprobacion and che ſtare of inno» 
cency could nor ſtand together. Ar he creared manto cuer- 
laſting happinelſle, ſo be decreed nor thatwan ſhould con- 
tinue1n that happineſle. As his decree of death was bur 
conditionall, if man were dilobedienr : ſo he gave notman 


_ conſtancy to perſeuer in obedience. Asall che wayes ofthe 


Lord aremercy,ſo his mercy eth onely to the faith- 
full, buc he gaue norco allche gift of faith. As he was mer- 
cifull euen to che reprobates, mchathe gaue his Sonne to 
v7 TEN OS 9 TIE WR Tu wer did nor 
exrend any way to the reprobares, but onely txathe elect. 
——_—_ 00 bers Gllciens Redeemer of the whole 
world,if the whole world would haue receiued him, buc he 
was an effeftuallredeemer belecuers. He offe- 
red his grace Chriſt coall men,euen-to the repro- 
bares, but he ſealed and confirmed ie totheeleft. So 
theſe argumenes refute not Ca/min. And that I may anſwer 
his exclamation. This cannot be cruelty in God, butas the 


ferher 


bicerAay not God do as much 4s theP otter may do 
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is this to condemne men the cauſe being not heard : for the 
whole lumpe being corruptedythe particulars could not be 
cleare,neicher was any particular to expoſtulate with God, 
thewhole lump being wſtly damned, more then Moſer was 
eo be admicred to plrad for himſcife why he ſhould not be 


caſt imro the water, whenit was decreed generally that all  _ ,_ 


male children of the Hebrues ſhoutd be caſt inro the wa- 
ter. Ic was ſufficient withourfurcher arguing che caſe, thar 
CAMoſes was a male childe of the Hebrues: fo ic was fufi- 
cient that £/as was the fonne of + Adam. That God cle- 
Qed bura (mali remnant,and damnerh many millions, iris 
nonew doQrine, our Sautour ſaich'> Afary are called, but 
few ave choſen. Saint eAuputine (aith :1 God wo glorified as well 


Lan =— by fining of mankinle oa he wanldnercreweſs en 


o ) mhekor hr As nb Ge: 


;heemebbionds | a 
tur 9.0mm nails mounts </b apud Deummi s quantaliber name- 
roſitas imſts/[ime dammatorum, at g, it hinc quog, intellig ew qui 
ex ip/2 dammatione rediezamenr,bec faſſe maſſe uls mninerſe de- 
bitzum, od tam parts redditum cernerent : 

or more to ph ah us wo ſaluation without wr. - 


pariſon: firſt, varkara 1 rc ey maicr part of them 


Ph avs dapmnh rw 


: hips 
adendgentto rhe gremer part. And lat of all, if he 
Taken nee ls rr Grd 


meneo fin, char 


he knew before ſhould be danmed. If alt 197+ . 


ay Ie, nr | 
ler Saint Pawlanſweri out of whom Camnmdidalledgeit, Rome, "7 


where he laith: Ged hardened, on TY” 18. 


qt o[Tim-7+ 


ſalt owum 
wen I, 


Pn" * Of into dt: 


Belo de Pnerfticlon Therefore 


"Para. = ſoew bis power tn him, and that 
en neko be h all the earth. Toconclude, 
whereas he obiedteth, 7. Tim. 2. It is the will of Godthat all 
men ſhould be faxed: And Ole. 13. Perditio ta ex teſalns ex 
me Iſrael, that thow art danmed it proceedeth from thy ſelfs, that 
thou art [aued'it is to be aſcribed to megs 1{rae! : And therefore 
inferrech chat checauſc of predeſtinacion 151n our ſclues, & 
not in God: I anſwer firſt co-Saint Pax, It is his will thar 
all ſhould be ſaued, charis his revealed, butnor his ſecrer 
will, and to Hoſe, our deſtruQtion is of our ſelues, and yer 
it is ot God charmen are predeſtinaced rodeſtruQion, for 
4s much as there are two cauſes of damnation, one princi- 

, whichis his will,and that is ourward, andnotin men: 
the other ſubordinate which commerh berweene the de- 
cree and the execution of the decree, which is damna- 
tion, and that is anne, matter worthy ma of = 
nation; 'and chat is inherene i in man. 
fee the laying of the Apoſtle , verified of this [efure, 


Volentes e offores legs non loquunt ar ,, 
ered frm Z; would bee Dottors of the 


Cnar. 4- 
Of muoccation of Saunts. 
TR bene, for many yeares pat, 
watch the crime of idolatry, for 
worſhip co ras. pine I onely to bg 


wn We (ole they pet 
of chemſelues, the matter fowle, t 6 
their firſt holds, — 


Icuous imputationg and yerſhl] to recaine cheir —_ 
invocation of Saints, 
pred deliver this doftrine: {or licer 4 [anitu aligaid prteve, 


nobus tanquamanitores a 


Of Inuecation of Saints, 
a Deonobis beneficia concedantur : It is not lawful ts. 

Saints a5 authors and gizert of any good tha which e ory 
>. It onely as helpers and ors wnto God in 
our behalfs, that promprayen we may mere eaſily ob- 
taine 48 the of God mow things as we jail ache, Being 
chargedthatcheir pra wo 1s contrary to this doftrine, that 
in the praQtiſe oftheir religion throughour their Churches 
they pray ſtill in as grofle maner, as before they did, how- 
ſoeuer in their Schoole-divinity _ dare not maintaine it, 


"Me 


tocleare themſelueg they lay : $5 quis dicat ſantte Perre my- Bellar, 15i+ 
ſerere mei, quantum ad verbajic licet dicere, ſed ſenſne-intelli= 4" 


gendus oft : Miſerere meiorands pro me, da mibi aditum ces, 

id ef precibres imppetra: 1t is lawful to pray intheſe termes : S. 

Peter hawe mercy vponme, open to me the gate of heanen: but 

that praier is not to be ynderſtood as it is conceined in thoſe ex- 

words, but in another ſeuſe, which © this : Pray for me that 

Tm chain mr yy pre igine fo works th ae 

om naps be opened unto me, TowhichLreply,charthe 

le among them are no Schoole-men., and 

honey is eualion doth notmake their ptayer to bee 

lefle idolarrous thenir was before. This is bue to hold the 

ple (il in darkneſle, andto rob God of his honour 

4 fallacy of equiuocation. Bur let vs examine the 

of this defence: They alledge the words of the 

—_ office wary any meancs ] might 

to ght ſane ſome of 
nooner ed 


DOSE! ſane ſome. To theſe words I an- 
rs gre yg > ey ent x0 


on femons of has 
ep yen andtoſaue 


Timothy takwy! heedto therin,might 5. 
both (awe humſelfs, and them whic re ram when he lived, 
but not after his dearth. For who knowethnor,that verbams 
Rehefinfromricomeigncd * Ry 4 
any 


things to all men, , Cory. 


ſoles, | oy ry ys gs Sms 


42 Of 1nuetation of Saints, 
{aug power, and thatthe miniſtery ofthe Goſpell is ther» 
dinary meaneto {ave mens ſoules?Bur what ischisro Saints 
departed, whoſe miniſtery ceaſerh,or to proue the lawful- 
nelle of prayer tothe dead which donot heare vs?S. Pad 
{pake of ſaving men ia his lifetime, nor after his death, by 
his ng rothem, nor-by their praying to him that he 
ſhould p echem. Thizis notruekinde of argumenta- 
cion,bar a afallacy called [pnor atio Elenchs. 


The defence of the Romiſh Church being this: that 
Saints are to be inuocated after chey be dead, notas au- 
thors, bar as mediarors; letrhisbe the queſtion berweene 
vs: whether any ſuch inuocation is commended _— 
Echirid, inthe hol | Scriprares,ve.no Eckins,one of their — 
cow, /0:orym Schoole-diuines thar ever was inthe Vniuerſiric [ngol- 
cap-15, 


ſtad, on nn that inwocation of Saints 54 
not expreſs » holy Writ : Exylieite ſanitorum in- 
— precepa inſacr1s liters: Not in the old teſtament 
(faich he ) becauſe the people of rhomſehuer were to sdola- 
try, andthe Saints departed were then in ; and not tn 
beaurn. In the new tel ament the «Ayoſftler nnd ng 

nu wot mar ere ery means ho vhe Gemiler 


_— to ialolatry as wl]e ma <rmmot = 
y > ri ro axe ap ure nn + go 
racy [ defare chern therefore with Chriſtian ivy = 


y fuch;that 
portray Apertura fo 
much as once named for feare of i how can icbe de- 
nied bur this imuocation hath arche leaſt forne affinity with 


rt An ere Church of Rome cicher with- 

beyond thewiſedome of God, ro maintaine & 

re  tharin heir bm nr 4 liey, whichGod: inhis di- 

uine wiſdome chought fir ro be ſo ed and conceated? 

orwhy ſhould ma wicker latfy bee as carefully 
ſhunned now as then it was ? 4 

Secondly, foraſmuch as the confeſſion of Bellormine -. 


Off Inavcation of Saints. 43 
Dico illa omma ſcripta eſſe ab e Apoſtolic que ſunt onmnibia neceſ< D, yerks 
[aria,C& que ip les onmmbry mulgo predecarat that all things Dei 11h. 4. 
which are —_ for the ('burch 10 know, or which the Apoſtles ©*?-10- 
in their Sermony by word of mouth did publi/h & teach are writ- 
ten by the e Apoſtles , but chis inuocation is not mentioned 
in their wrignygand cherefore wasnexher caught by chein 
nor held neceſlary to ſaluation, Why doth che Chureh of 
Rome ſo vehemently maintaine it?S.*P and faith: Noms muff Rom.1t, ;, 
preſume to under (fand abowe that which 11 meet to be vnder{nod, 
but that euery mean muſt, ſapere ad ſobrictatens, mderſtand with 
ſobriety. And what it is plus ſapere quam opertet,to vuderft and 
abouxe that whech us meet enero | ſhew- 
eth.in another place : (wpra id quod ſcrs, eff (apere, when 1 Cor.4.6, 
ae which i writ "Ai f : 
Thirdly, if inuocanion of Saints were neceſlary for the 
caficrobcaining of atthe hands of God, and the rea- 
dicr way to (ave mens ſoules; and yer the Apoltles for- 
beare to publiſh this doftrine, becauſe they would not be 
hcambicious, they were noefaichfull Stewards of the 
word, nor ſocarefull of the Church of Chriſt as behoued 
men of that holy vocation for humane reſpefts negle- 
ting their office. Furthermore, they did contrary to the 
rule of Saine Purl, in concealing the truth of religion, 
which was to do exid, that good mes (2.099. oY Rom. ze8, 
cannot without cceiplcry Leaked vpen ſuch ſani- | 
fied veſlels. Nay which is more, how canic ſtand with 
that which Sains Paw! teſtificch of himſclfe, where he ſaith : 
1 haxe kept notbing backs but hawe ſoewed you all the councell of ra 1 
God. And againe, / hawe ſvewed you all thugs. 3” 
Fourthly, ia the ſame chaprer Zckins having delivered 
that ſuch invocation Fay 90 10> ie 
Scriptures;yert cakerh im £0 many expreſlc 
places ro proue athney I therefore bee (atisficd 
with what conſcience he could aledge thoſe places to refaſt 
a knownetruth? 
— x 
3 


AR.2.34, 


I.Rex. 8, 
39» 


De [atboris 
beat 1ib.1. 


cap,16, 


De ſantt, 


bear 65.1, 
c4þ.120, 


44 (/ Of tnnuiationef Saints, 
Qed in theplace of /wd,, the Apoſtles prayed-after this 
manner - :- Thew Lord, which knoweft the hearts of all men, 
ſhew whether of theſe rwo thou haſt choſen. In which words 
it is expreſled that hee which onely is infinitely wiſe, 
hath reſerued the knowledge of mens hearts to him- 
ſcife. But thisis a ground or principle agreed vpon be- 
eweene vs both, that we may pray vntonone, bur onely 
to him which knoweth the heart : He anſwereth : thatnot 
onely God, buralſo the Sainrs departed are »<%m=cai, 
ſearchers and nderſtanders of the ſecrets of mens hearts. 
I reply : That belongetly onelyto rhe Creator, which 
_—_ the heart, va Salomon, Heare thou in brawen 
in thy dwell ; mercifull, and do, and gi 
= —— his waies, 4s thon knoweſt bein, for 
theo onely knoweſt the bearts of all the children of men: 
He diſtinguiſhech in this manner : Now tribuwnt ( atho- 
bici ſanitis mortuss dininitatem, id eff, wins copnoſcends men- 
tha copitationes. Cognoſcunt quidem precer noſtras , non 
ſunt in mentibus noſftres, ſed ut ſunt in Deo quem vident,&- qu 
eas ipſis oftendit . The Catholickes aſcribe net to Saints de- 
parted any Deity, asif they ha1 power in themſelues ro bee 
diſcerners of mens _— And jet they conceine our prayers, 
though not by any inſight into 11, or intþettion into the inward 
and hidden man, but by viſion inthe Mateſtie of God, whom 
they do ſee, and who renealeth our prayers wnto them, A= 
ainſt chis anſwer Idiſpute in this mannerouc of his owne 
Cocks 1n another : If Saines conceive our prayers 
in ſuch ſott, as 18 atoreſaid, then its by a general! il1u- 
mination or vifion, by which ar their ' 64 anrvaryl into 
the ſtate of happineſſe, in the Maieſty of God, they 
ſceall at once, or elſe ſucceſhuely ' by a ſpecial reucla- 
tion fron God, at fuch cimes and ſeaſons onely as pray- 
er$10 particularare made vato them, he ſtandeth in dou 
what he ſhould anſwer,whether icbe by ſuch a generall il- 
lumination, or ſuch eſpeciall reuelation? by which of them 
it 18,07 whether it be by any of them, or not, he cannot tell. 
For. 


Of. Inaocation of Samts. 45 
For he ſaith: Ox hs duabus prior videtwr ſmpliciter probabiliar 
tawen poſterior ſextentia off mags idonea 44 vonnincendes bere- 
tices : [t is more probable ut ſhould be by viſien,andyet it is a more 
ſaft defince againſt the heretiches,to bold thas it is by rexelation;. 
In which words.you ſee what weake grounds he builderh 
v icb arc onely, provabilitas,+ findinm contradiceds, 
the firſt probility, or humane cometture: the ſecond, a vaine deſire 
of couty adsHon,to withſland bus _—_ in diſþntation,whe- 
ther it be by cruth or falſhood, rightor wrong, by certain» 
ty or vncetrainty, by hap or —_ cunning, he careth not. 
I reply cherefore: If Sams vsnoc, itis very idle 
to-pray vato them, if it were pollible that they could heare 
vs :- butif we cannot reſolue our ſelues that they do heare 
Vs, our praiers can neither be effeuall, nor yet made 
with a good tonſcience. That they cannot be effetuall, 


ie is dodrine of Saint James : Emery thing which 1am.s.6.) 


we ark muſt be arkgd in faith, and not with doubting, Cc. 
That ſuch prayers are made with an ill conſcience, and 


are finne, |itis the doQtrine of Saint Paul: Hethat dowbreth Rom: 4, 


i condemned , becauſe hee doth it not of fuuth: and whatſs- *3» 
ener ts not of faith, # ſinpe. Let ewery man bee fully perſwa- 
ded in his minde. But we cannot be aflured that they heaze 
vs, ſceing there is no ground nor proofethereof-in the 
holy Scriptures; neither can the Authors and 
and maintainers of chat doQtine, yeeld any plaine or 
firme reaſon to ſatisfie either vs, or their owne fſelues, 
bow it may be (o, that we {hould belecye it, and ſubſcribe 
VNtOIt. 

He alledgech many arguments in defence of inuoca- 
tion of Saints, as mediators to pray for vs, which argu- 
ments haue bencalled nal ve his cime by Echaes, 
and other Catholicke DoQors. And they hauebene long 
fince anſcred by Peter Martyr, Caluin, Kemmitizes& other 
Proteſtant writers, before his booke came forth. Now it was 
tobe expected for the Catholike credit of Bellarmine, ſo 


greata DoRor,that be ſhould nor haue produced thele old. 
argu ments$ » 


- 


ar $againe whoſe anſwers were publiſhed in print 


| ſolong fince: forthat is no cunning, bur he ſhould have 


De ſand, 
beat lib.r, 
c<f.13. 


Exam de. 
ewe. Trid, 


paris Ze 


bene furniſhed with new ſtuffe, or ar the leaſt, haus replyed 
vpon the anſwers, (hc labor ,hoc opus eft ) which he hath nor 
done. The anſwers therefore being ſo (ufficient, thathee 
doth not reply vpon them, as his proofes are- bur rhe ſame 
which were before, ſoit ſhall be ſufficientto anſwerthem 
as they were anſwered before, and foro ſansfic old argu- 
ments with old anſwers. 

Saints ((aich Bellarmine ) do pray for the good efbate of the 
whole (hurch in generall, and for ſuch men in particular as do 
pra onto them,nd we to pray int» them, that Yhey would 
particularly pray for vs. And that I may ſpeaketo theſerhree 
propoſitions, although I deny not che firſt, that Saines do 

ray for ys in generall: yecl will examine tie validicy of 


is y——_—_ which he alledgeth for ,» to 
ſhew how weakethe —_—_ hich they bal vpon, 
and ſo I will inorder deſcend to thereſt,only to ſer downe 
his arguments, and Kemmitizs his anſwers to thoſe argu- 
ments publiſhed in print long before, for the Carisfatti- 
on of _ by whom they were before obieRed, as fol- 
lowerh?2 


That Saints departed do pray generally for the 
owes 


BE Hieremy 15. The Lord ſaid tome, I 

and Samuel fbould ſtand before me, yet wm on could 
not be towards this people. Therefore Moſes and el being 
dead, both then could, aud vſnally at other time: did,pr ay for the 
people, alioqui inepta eſſet Dei loquautio, otherwiſe God had ſpo- 
hen theſe words impertinently, as if a man had ſaid: If my Oxe 
pray for thee, he ſhall not prenaile, meaning that O xen cannot 


Ry | 
Kemmitins. We deny not but Saints departed do pray 
forche whole Church, but it cannot be proued by this 
ceXL. 


Of Innocation of Samts:: 47 
text. Firſt,a conditional! propoſition proueth i 
vileſle the condition = RG O— | 
Samweldid not the ſtand befort Godztherforethey made 
no interceſſion far the pen Secondly, by the con- 
fellion of the Church of Rome they were then in Lim- 
bus, as all other Saints departed, vntillche death of our 
Sauiour Chriſt; therefore they could make no interce(- 
fion. Thirdly, the idolatry ofthe people was {o odious 
inthe fight of God,that if Moſes and Samwe/had bene 
aliveto make interceſſion for che le,as in their life 

| aimethey did, yer God would nor heare them. Fourthly, 
this ion was made of Adoſerand Seanwe! being 
aliue, and not after their death. To which I adde my 
owneanſwer, this argument is a fallacy called the igno- 
rance ofthe Elenche. 

— T cy fon one -* Onias - 

Prizft; and leremy jhe Propueet , pray for t , 

that books of Macerbes @ held for {anonica, Bs (ar- 


thap. cap. 47» 
; Ste : » FisR, chat is but a dreame;and nota ſtory,& 
is related to animate che Souldiers co fight valiancly. 
Secondly, notwithſtanding the relation - this dreame, 
neither Judas Algccabows,nor yet his army; did inuocate 
Onias,or 1, , bur ogely God. Thirdly, chat booke 
is ynderſtood to be Canonicall for examples of life, bue 
not for poincs of doQrine; and therefore maketh noc 
far this purpole. ; 
Bellazm. eApoc. 5. 3. The 2.4. Elders fell downe before the 
throne, haning their phials full of odowr 5 which were the pr avers 
of Sams. 
Kemwitins. Theſe praiers as they were their owne, and 
notof other men which per ar _ z {o they 
were onely a, wing coG  OWNe re 
dempdion, & reaps Lou of the whole Church, 
burnoincercetſion. 
Rellarm2, Per. 1.15. 1 will ndewont therefore alwaves, that 
gee 


48 Of Innocatien of Saints, 
emu) be able to bawe remembrance of theſe thing r after my de « 

- Kemmitius, Saint Peter did this endeuour, by his epiftle 

while he liued,not by his praicrs after he was dead. 

Bellarm. Zak. 16. The on in hell praied for his kindred, 
much more do the inſt in heauenpray for the whole Church. 
Kemmi. Firſt, wemuſt not forlake the Scripturesrore- 
cciue inſtrution fromthem which are damned inhell, 
which being forſaken of God, ſeeke for comfort any 
where rather then atthe hands of God. Secondly, this 
is but a parable, and nota ſtory. Thirdly,if ir were a 
ſtory, yerthis prayer is not heard, Fourthly,he ſaw e-L- 
bram whom he prayed ynco, and recciugd anſwer. from 
him: whatis chis co Saines departed, whom we ſeenor, 
neither heare them make any anſwer ? Fifthly, the gluc- 
ys 7 what rn lefr his wr gw >= v2 

ec 5 they mi uerepented er his 'de- 
—_ far any thing that hee knew, This np 
notthat the dead know the ſtate of them which are a- 
live, _——_ yer that they pray forthe Church in ge- 
NCTaill, 


That Saints departed do articular men 
_ eral 6x / ad 


De fant. Ellarm. The Saints do not onely pray for vs, but alſs take 
CO. Bir Cn whole ( Wy. 8,47 Pacer the 
ſen eAngeli do. (oncerning the els we haue Toby. 12. 
AED er are endduns; 
the Saiuts departed, which are a5 the Angels, Luk.20.and baxe 
a prerogative aboue Angelr,becauſe they are members of the bo- 
dy of {. hrift, and are neerer unto v1,and better able tothaxe afee- 
uy of mens infirmities, being men them/elues, | 


ling / 
nan do. Kemnit: The booke of Toby is not Canonicallto-proue 
cref, 7 rid, 


= any point of faith, bur onely for orm.co—er yore 
Foe That Angell in Zachary is our Saviour Chriſt, which 


Of Inuocation of Saints. 49 
maketh interceſſion for his Church, and his praieris his 
| yg oy ys net 

Church, Angel in the Apocalips, which offc- 
been ofihe Txines i ed Heb. g. tobe 
our Sauiour Chriſt,the mediator of che new Teftamenc: 
which makerh his appearance in our behalfe, Heb. 1 3. 
through him we our facrifices ofpraiers to God. 
 Againe, tothe Angels God reuealeth ſomuch coneer- 
, zag the affaires of men on earth, as apperrainethto the 
miruſtery of thoſe Angels, and chey haue the of 
men committed ynto Bur it cannot be proued that 
the like charge is commicted co Saints departed ; neither 
canthe a EG = nr Angels 
£o men. Thar Satnes are like the Angels in hea- 
uen, is ment there onely concerning fingle life, thac 

they marry not, . as it by -the text. And 
this is not onely che tion of K exweitine; but alſo 
. ofthe Engliſh Semunaries thenaſclues, in their noees vp- 
onthe ſame place, printed ar Rhemes. _ —_— 
larmine for proofe,thar Saints departed 

: Cen benno 

 eApec.2. Hethatouercommeth, ſhall haue ouer 

3: Iris to be yaderſtood Suhe difeipineend do- 

Arine ofthe Church in this lifez whereby nations ſhall 

be conuerted, butnoc ofany gouernmene of theirs after 
they be deceaſed. 

Bellarm. The Fathers make for v1. W 

K emmit. The Fathers were falfified by the Papiſts. See 
Kennitine ac large, how he fatisficth che obieCtions our 
of the Fathers. 

Bellarm. Jt « aſs prowed by many apparitions of Saints, which 

> 7*0, SLUT dean have top Padthes partienlariy the 
prop for vs. 

Kenmit. This can be no proofe withoue teſtimony out 

of the. word of God. For Moſer ſaith : Dent. 13. 5+ 

Thou (halt nothearken tothe words of the Propher, or 
H 


vnteo 


De /and?, 
beat lib.1. 
tep.19- 


50 of Invocation of Saints, 
vntothe dreamer of dreames; for the Lord your God 
proueth you, ro know whether yee loue the _ 
God with all yourhearr, and all your ſoule, &c. Heb. r, 
In times paſt God ſpake many waies to our Fathery 
the Prophets, butin theſe laſt dayes he hath ſpoken to 
vs by his Sonne, And poſt iam poſtremam patefattionem 
non eſt expettanda renclatio altering nowi dogmati : After 
God hath delivered his will yneo vs this laſt cime by his 
Sonne, we muſtnot looke for any latter reuelation by 
which any new doQtrine hould be revealed vnto ys. 


That $ aint; are'to be innocated. 


Ellarm. Iob.s. 1. Callwowif av will anſwer thee, and to 
which of the S avets wilt thou turne? | | 
Kennit. The meaning is not that Job in his calamiry 
ſhould fiye to che Saints forſuccour, bur that inftance 
could notbe given in any Saint whom'euer God puni- 
ſhed, withouriuſt cauſe. 
Bellarmn. lob. 3 3.2 3. there be an Angel! with him, ana bf « 
thouſand,to declare rnto man his righteonſne e, then will hes 
haws nuercy vpn hing, and [ay : Deliner him that he go god downe 
into the pet, for I hane receined a reconciliation. ' wy 
Kemne. If there be preſent 2 miniſter of Gods word, 
(for miniftersare called Angels ) and our of the word 
of God he ſhall ſhew vnto man what is right and iuſt, 
and ſo the miniſtery of the word hall be applyed for 
comfort to the terrified and diſtrefſed conſcience, 
God will worke by this miniftery repentance vnto fal- 
uation. - 
Bellarm. Exod. 32. 1 3. Moſes prveth for the people in theſe 
words : Lord remember Abraham, ——o gw eel, thy ſer- 
mants,ec. Inwhich is 40 be noted : that: when Moſes he. 
not himſelſs ſufficient to pacific the wrath of God, he was glad to 
fhze to the belpe of the Patriarker, which Patriarkes, Jecanſe 
then being in Lymbne, did not ordinarily vnderfland or con- 
| ceime 


Of Inuecation of Saints. $1 
ceiue the praiers of the lining : therefore it was not the cuffome 
intheold Teftament,to ſay : O holy Abram pray for me, but 
enelyin thoſe daies menprated wnto God: but intheir prajers, 
they alledged the merits of Saints departed, that by the merits 
of theſe Saints their pracers might more eaſily be heard, So Da- 
uid. Pſalm. 1 31, Lord re David with all bis troubles, 
e And many other places are parallel! unto theſe. 

Kemmit, Inche praters which arerecited intheold Te- 
ſtament , oftentimes the good workes of the Patriarkes 
and Sajncs are mentioned , to ſhew,that they which fo 
praicd, relyed ypon the promiſes and couenants, 
which God made with the Parrierkes and Saints depar- 
ted, while hey lined. That they flye not varochem for 
helpe iris plaine by their doQtrine which they profeſle. 
Eſay. 63. 16. eAbrahamis ignorant of vs, 1/ratl kneow- 
eth ys noc; yer thou,o Lord, art our Father. Neicher doe 
they mencion the workes of the Patriarkes in this ſenſe, 
as if they ſhould fay : Heare vs, 6 Lord, for their fakes, 
becauſe they haue'deſerued it at thy hands ; bur heare 
vs Lord for thy promiſe which thou diddeſt make, 
for thy oathes ſake,which thou diddefſt ſweare vnto 
them, when they belecued thee, obeyed chee, and did 

Bolin 5 the Screptare chap.7.Rom. 1 5.& 

llarm. /n the Scriptares, as 1.King. 7. I 5.&c. 
The op tte keg Santas hy wo «7 for theme. 
more then is it 10 inwocate the dead Samnts, whoſe 

faules do reigne with Leſws (rift. If it be not Lawfull, the, ci- 
ther becauſe they will net, or becauſe they cannot veare v1, or be- 

Cavſe they onderfland vs not, or elſe becauſe it 1s abory 19 
God, or to our Samionr ( briſt. But it cannot be ſaid = 
will nor, becawſe being in beauen their charity « greater thenwhe 

were on earth : neither that they cannos, becauſe jf they could 
berg s and pilgrims vpon earth, much more can they in 
heanen, which is their natine z neither that they onder- 

Stand not, foreſmuch as the Angels, Luk. 1 y. underſtand when « 
ſunner is connerted, but the Saints are log tothe «Angels, as pa 

H 3 
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our Church. 


$2 Proteitant proofes 
foreit was proutd , neither that u iu adiſhonour vnto God, or to 
our Sawiour Chriſt, for then had it bene a diſhonour to themto 
inuwocate the Saints lineng 

Kemmit. An argumenc cannot be drawne from thoſe 
things which arc done vpon carth, to prouc whatis 
doncin heauen, without ow ceſtimony of the Scrip- 
eures. For the cyc hath not ſcene, norche care hath nor 
heard, neither can the heart of man conceiue the. things 
which arein heaven, further chen by the Scriptures chey 
are reuealed. Secondly, if any man ſhould defirechem 
which are lining co pray for him in that manner as the 
Papiſts pray te dead Saints; that by their interceſſion & 
meritschey may bee heard, che praiers vnto the liuin 
were alſo derogatory tothe Prieſt-hood of Ieſus Chri 
To the other parcs contained inthe. divifion, is anſwe- 
red before. 


An Anſwere to the Booke intituled, 


PrxotEesTAant PrRoorns OrCar 
THOLICKE RallGlON 


T pleaſed God I publiſhed a ſhort Treatiſe of perſwaſie 
onto the u=_ Recuſants,to reconcile themſclues to 
might happily haue perſwaded chem,at the 


AR 6:18. leaſt,tobe halfe Conuerts, as Saint Pawldid King AgrÞpa 


to bee halfe a Chriſtian, had they not beene as a plotof 
ground waprmoerctine noodfond'and likechoſc houſes, 


with whom for their vaworthinelſle the of the A- 


poltles could not abide. The poines which eſpecially I 
vrged, were proued out of Bellarminegtheir owne Nottor, 
and in the places by me produced, I falfified nothing; bur 
dealt fincerely,let the learned diſproue me, 1fthey can, If 
they examine my arguments according to the 
Schooles,they ſhall finde noching falſe x hoes iwſtly bee 
denied ;nothingequiuocall, thar needeth diſtinRion : ,8 
C. 


0/ Catholicke Religion, $3 


that they muſt either anſwere me with filence, orelſe, if 


deale ingeniouſly, fay with the inchanters : Digits Exod 8 1g, 
Dei eff, It is the finger of God, and make as open a conteſſi- 33946. 
on of cuiftion, as /z/ianthe Apoſtara did, when hee cryed ; a & 


' out: Viciſti Galiles,T how haſt gotten the viftory thou G aliles 
as : yet haue[ beene contradifted, bur how juſtly, ler che 
learned reader tudge. An author without a name, printed a 
booke at Paris, enno 1607. with this Tutte : The fot pare 
7 Proteſt ant proofes for Catholicke Religion and Recuſancy, ta- 
en onely the writings of ſuch Proteſtant Dofors as hae 
bene wt Vs ince the reigne of his Maieſty. Which booke 
is nothing elſe but an vndigeſted Chaos, or Miſcellanca of 
halfe ſencencesrudely confarcinated together, a confuſed 
heape of places, ſome mecrely diniſed by himſzlfe, and 
notto be found in theſe Proteſtant Doors; ſome wreſted 
and falſly applicd ; ſome cruly alledged; bur imperri- 
nent to the argument hee taketh in hand: all of them 
being ; premiſl wichout concluſions, ro make an idle 
ſhew of proofe where nothing is proued;/and ofa confura. 
tion where nothing is confuted. Theſe proofes he faith, he 
colleted out of the bookes of the reuerend Father in God, 
the Lord Biſhop of Fidcheſter, Door Suckbffe, Door 
Field, Door Downam, Doftor Horton, MF. Egerton, and 
my ſelfe,among many others,in defence of his Recabary, 
and Romiſhreligion. Burhee hath not vndertaken to an- 
ſwer any of our z neither can any iudicious man hold 
fuch recital of our words,to be a confutation of our works. 
Oftheſe learned Writers, and reuerend men, I fay with the 


parents of the blinde man: e/Eratem habent , they areſuſſi. lobg.at. 


cient to anſwer for themſelnerand therefore I vnderrake no- 
thing intheir behalfe, encly for Apology of mine owne 
ſelfe, Imaytruly ſay : Becauſcicis as impoſſible for him 
tomakeavlt reply againſt me, as ir was forthe Centurion 


todeny the power of God in our Saviour Chriſt, when be- Mar.: 7. 


ing conuited by cuident demonſtration, he ſaid: Vere filizs 54. 
Deieft, In truth be was the ſonne of God : Therefore yp" 
H 3 wath - 


Aatz313.10. 


Exag.7.11. 
13+ 


$4 Proteſtant proofſes 
wich £lima perverted the ſtraight waies of the Lord, and 
withſtood therruth by indireR and finilter meanes,as /am- 
nes and /ambres relifted IMoſer, For | prefied them by way 
of ſound reaſon, and ſtrong argument, he hath dealt by 
Elenches and Sophiſmrs,as the Apoltle ſpeaketh: mweoyb- 


lam 1, 23 wr wevrer decetuing them by paralogiſmes. 


See the 
ctac: of 


Firſt, he hath theſe words. The greateſt namber of Proteſ- 
tant writers, Dottor Succlifte, Doftor Dove, &c. ds teach 
there is no matter of faith, no materiallor ſubitantiall point or 
difference tn religion betweene Proteſtants & Puritants,but t 
are of one (burch f.ith,end religion. But we doubt whether they 
will land to thery poſitions, they writ , in Yucene Ebazaberh 
dates , (ceing they defend they may often change( at the leaſt at the 
change of exery Prince. Doue perſwaſcon Pag. 31. Wherein 
ler : reader iudge whether he hath dealt with me _inge- 
nuouſly or no?For I ſpake only of the manner of compin 
ling our Secuice booke, he chargech me asif I had {| 
of Tith , materiall and ſubſtannall points of —_— I 
fpake of fat,what we did concerning our Seruice c, 
and they concerning their Breauiry, which haue 


Þope Pius 28 Often as we, he ſpeaketh of right, as ifT had ſaid, we not 
5.in Brevi«« onely then might, ypon ſuch good conſiderations, as then 


rum Komex 
decret 6 
Synod us 
Trid.re(i. 
ſutuwm, 


iuſtly moued vs, but alſo may cuer hercafter, when there is 
no ſuch iuftcauſero mduce vs thereunto, change and alter 
ourfaith and grounds of religion. My words were anta- 
goniſhicall, and by way of obieRtian from them, wich an- 
{were to their obieftion, he doth make relation of them, as 
if they were dogmarticall, and as a concluſion 
maintained among vs. Therefore I charge him with two 
fallacies. The fill is, Fallacia accentns.. For when wordes 
ken incerogatiuely are repeated indicatively, or words 
poken ironically, as if they were ſpoken plainely , orb 
way of obieion,as if they were dogmaricall, and all fi 
like are referred to that fallacy. Secondly, he cireth part 


of my words, which areche obicRion: and leauerh our the 
other part, which are the anſwere, which is 


comprehended 


ynder 


Of Catholicke Reltgion, T 
vnderthe Elenche,called Fallacia drwrfiomis, of which one 
ſpecies is : Quando citatur imper felis ſententia, nonmegya, 
whey part of the words are recited which the Sophiſter thinketh 
may ſerue his turne, the other part is omitted le the whole ſen+ 
rape ſhould make againſt him. . 
Secondly, he wriceth chus : The vi/ible Church of Chrift 
Wa ation of faithful men, in which the word of God 
P bor. 8. 5% — daly cdnteifoa antes to bl 
ordinance,in all things that are of neceſſity required to the ſame, 
Couel, Field, Doue, br of the ſame minde, Perſwal.page.: ;, 
I confeſle,] am ofthe (ame minde, not onely in thefs, but al- 
fo indbypotheſs: chat our Church is fach a congregation, thar 
Gods is truly preached, and the Sacraments duly ad- 
miniſtred vs,according to Chriſt his inſticacion. 
But this is noe with Sawpſon,to ferch mear our of the carer. 
Our words make for our ſelues, but yerld no aduancage 
toour aduerſaries, among whom neither Gods word 1s 
truly hed, nor the Sacramers duly adminiſtred. There. 
fore rhey are idlely produced by him, to delude the reader 
in making'a ſhew 7 proofe fortheir religion, and of confu- 
tation for ours, when chere is noMnzpitvs Taxmityys, 
wherby any rhing ſhould be proned or confuced. And if he 
apply by hypotbefir to the Church of Rome, thar it is fuch 
a viſible cogregation, &c.and that therfore Recuſanes may 
ſafely coninue in it, and refuſe to communicate with ys, 
we were neuer ofthar minde, neither can romeo om 
reftane Bm it1s a Petsrro prineipy, ing of t & 
fiton, who dts gnntotwheich enyed, Fo 
Thirdly,thus:M. Williars words. 7s errors of doftrine which 
are net fundement all, exen the true ( Tnrch|of Chriſt i fubiett, 
So Field ordinarily in his beokss of the (burch : {6 Surcliffe, 
Doue Perſwa-pag. 3 1.3 2.But what doh he c6clude our of 
theſe words? Thar therefore Recuſants may wilfully main- 
taine the errours of the Church of Rome, ratherthen be re- 
conciledrs our Church, which is p fromſuch errors? 


Theſe words are no Proteſtant proofe of Catholike reli- 
gion 


judg. 14. 


I4, 


56 Proteſtant proofes 
gion: Hoc eft ludere, non ar gumentars, this is to play the wan. 
ron, notthe Logirian. . 

Fourchly,ke chargeth me in this manner : Concerning do- 
frine. Doftor Doue writeth m theſe termes : In fundament all 

ms of deftrine,the greateſt P apiſt s in the world with vs. 
uri E. IT. i heſe are my words; Las hom nor. 
Moreouer, I did inſtance in theſe fundamentall poi 
wherein they conſent with vs, and thereupon'l inferred, 
chatckey did raſhly condemne vs for heretickes,what then 
followeth? will he therefore inferre, chat eicher —_— 
the fundamencall points therefore their ſuperſticions 
erroursmay ſafely be maintained? er that therefore 
may beiuſtly excuſed for not communicating with vs, as1f 
cheir conſenting with vs in fundamentall points, ſhould be 
a cauſe why they ſhould the rather abhorre our Church & 
religion ? It is aſufficientpreivdicetothe cauſe oftheirve- 
ligion, chatthey diſpurein ſuch looſe manner, Againe, be 
ſaith : So Door Doue #n bis whole Treatiſe nener chargeth 
the Church of Rome,either witb [chiſme or herefie but labowreth 
to excuſe themſelues, offering that we ſhall communicate with 
them, without any change of opinion, and yet hee ſetteth downe 
this for an infallible poſition: Tuls PRoposrrTION 18 
Vxpovsraeply Tavs:NoHzraTIxS2B On Sculs 
MaTixeE Is To Bx CommvnitcaTeD WItHA TL. 
Perſwaſ. pag.5. In that | have not ed them with 
ſchiſme or hereſic, I haue ſhewed that we are moze charica= 
ble to them, then they are to vs, whichdo charge vswith 
both. In that hee ſaith : I onely laboured to excuſe our 
ſelues, as if I hadproued nothing to cleare vsfrom that in- 
iuſtaſpertion, I referre him co the place it (elfe, where I 
have made due prone that weare free fromboth herefie 
and ſchiſme, by ſuch ſound reaſons as this Author: cannot 
anſwer. Bur whereas he ſaith it is offered on my 
they ſhall at their pleaſure communicate with vs without 
change of opinion, he burdeneth me with an vneruth by 
himſelfediuiſed , and not to bee quoted out of any of my 
kes. 


e$ -ProteR ant proofes \ 
ordgiaed of God to be corinuedin tus Church, as a parrof 
hug vin Somijccralleringro all men, barfeakn2 one 

the «Gblull .þls inward grate; for che ſtrengchening of 
their {aich &exbe apply ingot Chrift his-death 'vato them: 
And [ochere can be burrwo, according cothe-confeſſionof 


tion moſt ample, for ovſeruation muſt. purr and holy, and - they 
are B apti{me, aud tbe. Zords Swpper.\ But this word Sacra- 
ment 15 more largely taken in the Church of Rome for a 
ligne in geacrall, alchoughic do notapply vaco vs andre- 
preſent hefare qure 1of leſus Chriſt. Andiitiy 
Cathecbiſ, defined tobe Srguens res fecre. an oniwird ſighe of wry” holy 
Remanus thing. And according to chardetmirion, chere- may be nor 
par: 2.de on] y 7. buc alſo 70, Sacraments, Of tranſubſtantion;havi 
cram ſeft.3, 6, Me Ne bread and the wine m'ithe wry t 
cannot he craplubſtanciated;and yer nor denying 'therri to- 
be the bo a0 blond ar Fa IE he bactifaid 
they are ſo, Ifaid: 1n that we bothagree; onely the diffe- 
rence bet;weene vs, is, how the words: This is my body,are 
ro be ynderſtoog2 whether really orſacramentally,proper- 
ly or myſtically?Agd thatie hould beno'barre of feruple' 
to their conferences inwhar ſenſe weunderſtandit,foas we 
deliuer it to themaccording tothe mftiracion' of our Saui- 
our Chriſt : and tharif they will-in all ocher things” ſub- 
mit chemſ{clues co the, lawes of our Church, we will got 
preſſe them ſo farre in examining themhow they expound 
the words, bur rather yeeld ſo mucho their weaknefſe in 
this one poyne, vatill Gog ſhall reucalea further meaſure 
of the knowledge of his cruthyntothem. Sotheſe words 
efminc impor noching in fayour of cranſubſtanciation. - 
Thirdly, 


of cites tolls” S 


Thirdly,the Councell of Frenthathferdowne wholforne 


Canons c6cerning diſciptine, avim parrthe 3;Lacran Coſte conci!. te. 
celldid. long. before; as famely, for predching ,* "and tar.3, co. 
learned mioutters, &c. Arid the reformed Churches 'of 13 £n+ 


England, Scotland, Germany, Netherland, Geneva, haue 
receiued many of thoſe Canons, akhough they come from 
the Pope, —— — chem fit for a reformed Church. Bur 
theſe my words make nothing; for rheullowance of that 
Councellirſclfe, or of the points of doQrinerhere conclu- 
ded, neither yer of their Recuſancy, among who for the 
moſt part,theſe Canons of diſcipline are nor receiucd. 

 Sixchly, Concerning the Popes ſupremacy, of Europe there 
can be no queſtian. For generally Proteſtants agreewith Field, 
Doue, Ormerod, that the regiment of the Weſt (burches (a- 
mong which this nations one ) belonged to the Pope of Rome. 
Page. 29. 30. I ſpake of — ſupremacy, and my 
wordsarc theſe : What authority ſocuerthePope had ouer 
the Latine Church,or Weſt part of the world, hath bene 
given him by humane conflinaicnd onely, and generall 
conſent of Princes and States, which they ſuffered him to 
enioy nag good liking;.and no.longer. And ha- 


uing thus ſhewed that the, Popes authority / over *other 
Churches, was not by Nadein titer ion, bur onelyby'hn- 


mane permiſſion; nor certaine, but during the pleaſure of 
Princes and States: my words fauour nor his ſupremacy 
ouer vs in England;oucof which by conſent of Princeand 
Parliament, hee hach beene abandoned long fince. And 
therefbre,'I fay, the Biſbop of Rome is lirtle beholdin 
co me for his rirle of ſupremacy: This isa very looſe-a 
negligent kinde of diſputation. 

wm esy Cray he, Doue Perſw.pag. 1 5 .referreth the que- 
ſtion hat books be ( anonicall Scriptures to the rwo Dottors, S, 
Auguſtine and S. Hicrom, Hu words be theſe: Catholikes proue 
them to be ("anonical out of S. Auguſtine: wethat they be Apo- 
cripha, owt of S.Hicrome; both which Dottors: are of no ſmal 


more 


anthority'in the Cagrch of Rome : therefore tu this we differ ne 
| 26 23s IT ' pr 


£ 


cl. 4. Lat Fs 


C82,294 


PA Proteſhent prodfes ; 
ere them, the $. Hierome dit from S. 7 . 
Dvd Anafy: far rmx canſer Proveſtnurr will gine plane 40 
ts 1 this queſtion, I deny 0p wo _ —_ 
ed concern wg the es » , . 
re yas IF jedame ee Maceuber, deve feryyueme 
El ber, whether they were Canonicall, (a3 the Church of 
Rome doth hold) or e-pecriphe, as our Charch mam- 
tamearh ? I aafvwered: thicforaſanch av thert is (Cov filtes, 
&- morun,Gne Cann or rate of good life xnather of farth: and 
chat ay be (mera prdaon<lfuls, Arle ant 
torme fe for v5 to follow, is wot a ſufficient 
wie Luger dy our” faxth vyou: they old, ar Eao- 
nicall,and Apocripha : Canonical, according to Faint Aw 
exſtine, farrates of good life : Apocripha, according to S. 
crome; becaule they were no wae rounds of doarine- 
And ſoche Church ot Rome and our felacs, rightly yader- 
ſtandiag one mother, as Sgint Firerowe and Sant | 
vader{toodchemfeloes, therewteded nor be any difference 
concerning this pointberweeke ys. Brthow can he inferte 
vpoathss 1chat ore we emit giveplare to him inchis 
queſtion? * Saim fherome vawe 10 Place 1 Saige Tok 
«fine, fo will we give no placets x I wi 
CL otldbewer eadefimnd bod: vv at { Beer pl and giue 
place roche truch. And, foraſwith as they altow of 
Saint Heerore, and Saint eArywftive, co be Orthodoxall 
Doors, they cannot receiue S. Ayyytine his opinion, but 
they mult alfo embrace $.Hheronn expoſition, where iti 
explained whar is the meaning of $. » Hugwſtine, where hee 
aliowerh thote brokes ro be Canomical!. 

Eighchly, faith he, { oncerningrbewvalgar Latine rr arflation 
allowed mens (atholiker,D.Dout writerh thus,pag, 16, We 
grant it fit that for vniformity, 11 wHerttion of places in $ cbooles, 
and P wipits,one Larne text fhowld be fed, and we can bee con- 
tewted fore be xntiquit y thereof, to the old vulgar tranſ- 
lation, before all other Latine booger; and fo wauch we yeeld ro the 
Comneell of Trent, The pre tnifits- are mine, but eg 
| $ 


I 


of C 
is coaclukon? Becauſe we ember 
more then coall ocher Larne therem B 
| ver of Rome : and man 7 rl et yeeld ro 
Councell of Treatſo farre as reafon doch require, and 
ao further; bur diſagree boch from the Churchof Rome, 
andehet Councel inchings which areerroneous: { wcodends 
©e7 4,ncpande fails, will be therefore cake chus fora Proteſtanc 
provicet bus Catholacke region ? Nov talf anxolio, nec dr- 
sft13 Konua caret - if the Church of Rome had no 
champious,ic would noc ſtand. 
Ninchly, Dotter Cauel wraxh : No tranſlation wh it Gewer 
« avtheuticall Scretzre. Mud Dother Dont addeth : All rranſ- 
levrons bane enany faakr.page. 16, Info wridng, | write the 
auch. For oncly God is tree fromerrour,and onN- 
—— All men' are 
to crrours, Omas rome menace, but all tranſlations 
are che workes of men. Burt how idlely is his brought in 
ms aProtcitanr prootrot Recuſancy? well may & lerue a- 
Recuſancs, whichaſcribe moreto rhe eranſlacion £ 
to the origiaali. [tnocanflaxion be auchernicall,thenic tol- 
loweth asa fire conſequen,that the yalgar Latine editi- 
Ty > en Os WG IO Ee Irene 
vsas arthenticell. 
iy, Fort s rome axdplace ((airh he) [ will only mack; 
af Delbe Docs bs grant & confeſſion which fol- 
RC —_— a he otateg us 
Henry bud bas Engl 
rom &wryrys_7 arm” Be wikew King wand — 
rronnay ang ena gary menos Sera place; which 
Pecer Martyr aud Buret & s 21279 £2:9/rment to Gods 
wore. When Y. Fitzaberh $eg an ber reign,the former was ma- 
to be full of imper fobtiant, avid n view was dhniſed, of allowed 
conſent of the (ergy. But about the mialdle of ber reigne , we 
grew that booke,h great eames have bene wrony bt to 
abanton it ci ct xbli/h wrother ,which alrhowyh of Was not 0brca- 
med, yet we do at theleaſt,at enery change of Prince, _—_— 
d. 3 e 
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booke of ( ommuon praier, we bee ſo wanton we know not what we 
would baxe. Pag, 31. Hitherto hu words, and he freely confeſſed 
errors in all theſe ſtates and changes. For detence whereof, 
beſidesthatthele words are wruten by way of obieRion 
fromchem, rather then any confeſſion made by our ſejues: 
I did not ſo much as intimare that there wereerrours in all 
theſe ſtates and changes, as he vniuſtly chargerh me , buc 
onely thatinthe Service baokes of King Hem, and King 
Edward, ſomethings were tudged to ſauor ofthe ſuperſtiri- 
ons ofthe Church of Rome. But as for the Service booke 
which was allowed by Queene E{zaberh, it ſtood not on» 
ly during her time withour alceration, buralſo it is ratified 
by his Maieſtic,and allowed of by the Stare;albeir by ſome 
articular men ic hath bene impugned, as nothing elſe can 
be by the wit of man ſo well deuiſed, but mans wit can diſ- 
puteagain(t ic. And as for thoſe errours which were refor- 
medin the books of K. Henry,and King Edawrd,they were 
the ſuperſtitions onely of che Church of Rome, the had 
being not then ſufficiently reformed, nor purity of religion 
ſo perteQly eſtabliſhed, as now it is, becauſe the Biſhops & 
Clergy menby whom thoſe bookes were written, their 
ſclues were roo much ſowred with the Romiſh leauer. And 
our daily renouncing thoſe ſuperſtitions, and receiving 
greater lighe ofthe Goſpell,could beno Proteſtant proo 
that we ſhould any way favour their ſuperſtitions. 
Eleventhly, he wriceth thus: Why may we not ſay with the 
{ ouncell of Florence, cited by A. Williat for Generall, and the 
Patriarkes of the Apoſtolike ſeas there preſent, and the Concel 
of Conſt ance,not of vnequall authority, the Comncell of Trent 
(ropaſſe others )with 6,C ardinals,4.Legats,3.Patriarker, 32. 
Arch-biſbops,22.8, Biſbops,and 5. Abbots there aſſembled, ( as 
Dottor Dove telleth ws) that Proteſtancy in all places us falſe, 
a4 Catbelukereligion true; whereno Proteſtant ( hurch can 
ſhew any one ſuch like amthority for their cauſe? The third part of 
ſuch an aſſembly would haye ; great countenance to Prote- 
fant religion, farre greater then ener it bad, or us likely to pro 
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of © utbelight Reliflon:\" 
ing the Coutcell of 


ere, To which! an(werr Firſt, 
Flgregce, in all choſe 25, SdſFan which itticwererhetdy 352 
otthem beingac Ferratzay Where the Coauncel) began, and 
theother at Florence, wherethe Councehi wi" concinded; 
there is ſcarce. any. 
thereis any controuer 
ants ; onely while it was at Ferraria, before the a&s of 

the firſt Seſſion, the queſtion of Purgatory was ſuperfi- 

cially diſputed. Theretore that Councell was farre from 
c6demning Proreſtancy,or approuing Catholike religion. 
Secondly, of the Cguncell of Conſtance, which he will 

haueto be of no lefle authority: Bellarmine his (elſe deny- 

ethirto have any authority at all, or credit of a general] P* Concil.l, 
Councell, alledging thatirisin the Catalogue ofthoſe x 5, **+ 7: 
Synods which che Catholicke Church hath not recciued. 
It ſeemeththerefoe that this Author was not well acquain- 
ted wich the generall Councels. Thirdly, as { confeſſed 
ſuchanumber of Prelates tobe preſent at the Councell of 
Trent, ſo I alledged reaſons why it could not bee a lawfull 
councell ; which he is ſo farre from anſwering, that he paſ- 
ſeth chem ouer with ſilence. As alſo he ſparethto repeare 
the refidue of my words, which make againſt him, accor- 
ding to his accuſtomed fallacy, wherein [ derogated from 
the credit of this aſſembly, ſhewing that they were there 
onely atthe end of the Councell, being then newly crea- 
ted by the Popeto countenacethe Synod, and fo to ſub- 
ſcribe to all concluſions for forme fake. Bur at thebegin- 
ning , when matters were argued, there were but forty 
Biſhops, and foure Legares, roo ſmall an aſſembly to de- 
ſerne . name of a generall Councell. Albeit, it is not a 
bare multicude of ſuffrages/and preſence of Biſhops, chac 
can giue courenanceto a general! Councell. Forche whole 
mulcirude of Prieſts and others cryed, againſt our Sauiour 
Chriſt: Crucifie him. The Kings ſtood vp, and the Princes 
' tooke councell rogerher againſt che Lord, and his} an- pg, 


noynted. 


,poim of religion touched, of which 
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Sa then,f he a: 
—_ I deny his antecedene . [ffrom the 
, I deny his argument : Iffrom the 
Cont of Trenieie bers Fallacy, Petitie be- 
Og CET which is che matter in 
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Againſt Zather, ( aluin, roi Bexa, 
Tewel, Williat, Done, Rogers, and 0- 


'@ Church, 1 vſcd theſe words: The 
ignorant Reca/ant pretendeth bis con- 


ther Proceſtancs. 
Py N ny perſwafion to the Recuſants 
* to reconcile themſelues ro our 
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eft emmorry or 'warr ant 
ſon to them that do is, bethe wick e does a fell ene ho 


fall , becanſe the e Apoſtle ſaith : He that dowbteth, © condene- Rome: 


wed if hs eate, becan/e he eateth not of faith ; and whatſoener 5 
wet of faith, is finne, In which words, by faith, & onder- 
Ray 90 But by the way, they muſt [ee that their conſci- 
hy informed , el/e it will bee their damnation. Ove 
jratele Ar M. Walſnghen makerh this colleQion : 
That | ſeemed to him, ſabſants 94.4 1 1 
| Ava nc the Recuſancy of Cat 1, if they can prone they 
ground, or motine ef conſcrence. It is true, one ab 
Pars.ree being gramed, many others will follow. - 
K 2 ore 


1;Cor.1r, 
25,29, 


Rom.2,14« 
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foreto this hypotherical propoſition,l anſwer,by granting 
the Major,and denying che Minor, Forthey cannot proue 
they hane any ſuch good grovnd or morive of conſcience z 
tnerforetherr Reculancy 15 notauſtified out of theſewords. 
Itis but Perrtco principy, a begging of the queſtion. Againe, 
he (aith; 7f their conſcience were erroneo14 and crounded upon 
falſe grounds, and prixciples : yet, ſo long as that per/waſion en- 
dureth, it ſeemeth they may not be forced. The inlufficiency 
of which argument I will lay open by the like. Hee 
that hath not examined himſeclfe, may nort'come to the 
Lords table, leſt he eate and drinke vaworthily ; and fo 
care anddrinke his owne damnation, not diſcerning the 
Lords body.Shallchis wanc of examination of a mans felfe, 
be therefore a warrant to any manto liue like an infidell ? 
neuer to examine himſelfe ? and ſo neuer to come eo the 
Lordstable ? and (o to be exempred from the authority, 
and coaQtive power ofthe Church? Hemuſt be forced eo 
examine himſclfe, and communicate : So the Recuſant, 
whoſe conſcience is erroneous, and founded ypon falſe 
principles, mult be forced ro renounce his errours, to 
build his religion, vpon ſounder principles, to receiucin- 
{tru | \manjins informe his conſcience better, and ſoto come 

to the Church. 
Hetaketh ypon him to diſproue my definition of con- 
ſcience, which is, that it is. an application of a generall 
knowledge,grounded vpon Gods wordco particular aRti- 
onsand intents. He faith : 7 his definition is defttiue, bring 
not ſolarge as the thing that is defined ; becauſe the beathens 
which know not Gods word, yet hawe a conſcience grounded onely 
«pon the law of nature, I an{wer,that if coulcience be by him 
vaiuocally ynderſtood, (as all things ought to be which 
are defined) my definicioncannot be diſproued. Burwhen 
he ioſtancethin theconſciences of heathen menghe flyeth 
ro<quiuocation, whereas 27,cquiuocalbthing cannot bee 
defined. In like manneryt I ſhould define religion robe a 
1ulg of faith and life, grounded vpon Gods word,he _ 
face 


| [7 | 
take the ſame exceprion againſt it, and ſay, thatthe rebgi- 
on of the Turkes is grounded yponthe Alcaron;the religi- 
bn of the [ewes 1s R—_ partly vponthe Talmod : the 
religion of the Catholickes partly vponthe Traditions of 
men. [f dcfine a man to be animal rationale,a body indued 
with a reaſonable ſoule, he may likewiſe ſay that definiti- 
on agreeth not wich a painted man,or the picture of a man, 
As ſpeaking of relizion, I define not falſe religion ; but the 
crue Chriſtianreligion: and ſpeaking of a man, I define nor 
an equiuoca}l, or analogicall , but an vnivocall man : So 
define nota darke and erroneous, but a ſound,and owue vn- 
derſtanding conſcience. As for the heathens,they haue yer 
left ſomereliques of the image of God, whicharereaſon & 
vnderſtanding. Therefore the Apoſtle faith: The Gentiles 
which hauenor the law, do by nature the things contai- 
ned inthe law, havingnot the law, they area law tochem- 
ſelues, which ſhew the effets of the law writren in their 
hearts, their conſciences alſo bearing witneſle, and their 
thoughts accuſing one another, orexculing-: tha is, the . 
Gentiles haue nocthe law abſolucely, and in ſuch perfect 
manner as the Lewes, towhom God deliuered every pre- 
cept of the la;y expreſlely by writing ; yetchey hane, will 
they,nillchey, wricten in their hearts ſome ſmall fegling of 
religion, and areableto pur a difference betweene verrue 
and vice; which ſutcech onely rotheir damnation. They 
do by nature, «« que legs ſunt, the things contiined: in rhe 
law : that is, they command things which are honeſt, for- 
bid the chings which are vniuſt, ſet downe puniſhmenes 
for theft, adultery, and ſuch like offences. But by che way: 
eAlindeſt facere quod lex inbet, alind facere quod lex facit , ant 
ea que legis ſuns facere. It is one thing to doe what the law 
gommandech, (for chat chey do nor,that wereto keepe the 
law) another thing to do the things contained inthe law, 


or todowrhelawdoth : that is, onely co command the 
ckiggs which the law commandeth, and to forbid what 


the 


aw forbidderh ; which oncly che Gentiles do, w_—_ 
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do they that fully, bur onely in ſome part, concerning out= 
— bo arc farrefrom the hentded eof os Pl- 
ety to {auc { wm ſoules. So then, the conſcience of the 
Gentiles being ſufficiencly inſtruted .wicthour Gods 
word, by the light of nature, onely to their condemna- 
tion, what doth that concerne my purpoſe which define a 
conſcience righely informed, and lufficiencly grounded to 
{aluation? | 

He goeth about to diſproue my definition of herefie, 
which [ defined to be: an errour ſtiffely and obſtinately 
maintained and defended ; not by a conſequent, bur dr- 
realy impugning ſome article of faith. Which definition 
he ſaith i alſo defettine , becanſe it it not ſo large as the thing 
which is defined. His words are theſe : For if we looke into all 
the _ recorded by Ireneus, Tertullian, Epiphanius, Saint 
Auguſtine,cfc, we ſpall not find the left part direttly, and ex- 
feos article of the Apoſtles (reed, which M.D. 
Done 4 lutle after doth ſay he meaneth , as of the Pelagians, 
which holdeth that 4 man may do good works: by the power of 
his owne free will without grace, the e/Etians, that faith was 
(mfficient without good workes to life exerlaſting and that Chriit 
had reuealed more ts them, then ts the «Apoſtles , the Aerians 
that denied prayer, and ſacrifices for the dead, and ſet fats of the 
Church. Neither can D. Dowe that his owne example of 
the Arian hereſie by him alleaged, did direfily impugne any ar=- 
ticle of the Creed, but by a conſequent. For Ari dwadrbe e= 
quality of the Sonne wth the Father , and by a conſequent his 
Godhead, and ſo by a conſequent the ſecond article of the (reed: 
Teſus Chriſt bus onely Soune owr Lord. 

Firſt, I anſwer, he hath not dealt ingenuouſly with me. 
For I did not in my definition of herefiereſtraine Faith 0n- 
ly coche Creed ofthe Apoſlles, as the place it felfe will 
plaincly ſhew; for | did mention noc anely that Creed fout 
alſo the Creed of Nice, of Epheſus , of Conſtanemople, 
which [ ſayd we hold, andallo therexr of the Bible,to free 
vsfrom herefie. 


Secondly, 
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Secondly , the Pelagian hotding that a man could do 
good workes by the power of his owne free will withove 
grace-direAly tmpugneth faich,evenche text of the Bible, 
where it 15 wreten: We are not ſufficient of our ſelwes to thinks 2.Cor.3, x 
axy thing as of xr ſelues, but onr ſaſſiciency ts of God. O Lord [ lex.10.23, 
know that the way of man us not m himfelfe, neither is it is man 
to walks and direit his ſtepper. All the imaginations of the Gen. 5. 
thought: of mans heart are onely exill continually. The naturall _— yo 
mas perceaneth not the things that are of God. We are dead in Cum 
fame. No man can (ay that leſus is the Lord, but by the Spirit 1.Cor.12. 
of God. The Acrian faying : Faith wichone workes is 3- 
ſufficient co-cternall life, direQly denicth the dodtrine of 122: * 14+ 
the Bible: het axaileth it my brethren, though a man [ay he 
bath faith when he hath no workes ? can the faith ſane him ? If 
farth have no work-s it is dead, Whereas the Zcian holdeth 
thart Chriſt hath reucaled more to him then roche Apoſtles, 
ic is expreſlcly, and dire&tly againſt che _—_— where 
$.P aw! (aith: Thane kept nothing backe, but ſhewed you Aft.z0. 17; 
all the counſell of God. T hat the Arians denied the Godhead 
of Chriſt, not by a conſequene onely, bur dire Y, witney 
S. Auguſtine , and Epiphanaxs. For S, «Auguſtine faith that 144 q=ed 
they held : Filium eſſe creatram, That the Sore of God was 4 
acreature. And Epiphanins : Nonveritn oft ipſe ac diſcipuls coy ha 
) —————— — —— CO parre reſesl, 2,4, 
ad i me nar oat dehialor 
—— creature which created all things , exen 
the word which was begotten of bus Father , without tumee, an4 
; ny As for Atrinvs he could not be an here- 
/ ticke for denying prayer and ſacrifice for the dead, and fer 
/ faſts ofthe Churchy Foras much as prayer and ſacrifice for 
;the dead are contrary to ſound dofrine, and faſts are a 
/ matter of indifferency, and not of fairh. That he was con- 
demncd for an herericke, it was not ſo much fortheſe opi- 
> Dions,, as for that firſt being a Schiſmaricke , becauſe he: 
» could not obtaine a Biſhopricke he becamean Arian, as it 
» appearech by S. Avgn/line , his words are theſe : Dolniſſe 
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ve. fertuer quod Epiſcopus non potwit ordinari, & in Arianorum he- 


refem lapſus propria queg, dogmata addidiſſe dicens : orare pro 
mortwis, vel oblationem offerre, non oportere,Cc. He was sſ- 
contented becauſe he could net obteme a Biſhoprioke; and there= 
upon he fell into the hereſie of the eArians, to which be added 
ſome opinions of his owne, ſaying : it was not lawfullto pray, or 
offer ſacrifice for the dead, &c. Theſe poſitions of his, S. Aw- 
guſtine doth not call herefies, but onely opinions. Likewiſe 
Epiphanius, Therefore adbuc /aluares eff , my definition of 
hereſie remaincth ſound, and not to be by him gaineſayd. 
Burt by the way, that I may giue good facisfaftion to the 
reader concerning this poynt. We find inthe eatalogueof 
hereſies many reckoned vp , which are ſo farre from di- 
rely impugning faith, that indeed they do nor ar all im- 
pugne the faithzas that of Aerir,which denied prayer and 
ſacrifice for the dead, and the {cr faſts of the Church. To 
which I anſwer our of $, Awgw/ftine. Firſt, theſe Fathers 
which make ſuch long catalogues of herefies, do not write 
as ifthey incheir owne iudgements did holdall theſe to be 
herefies ; buronely they | —_ what opinions in ſeucrall 
ages haue bene condemned as hereticall, leauing it toche 
priuate iudgement ofthe reader, whether they were iuſtly 
cond as hereticall, or not: bur their ſelues deliuer 
not what is their owne 1udgement. For ſaith he : Daidfe- 
ciat bereticem, regulars i tone comprehend, ſicut 
eqgo exiſtumo , aut ommino non poteſt , aut deſſicilonse poteſs : To 
deluer by a lavfwll definition what thing maketh an bereticke,in 
my op inien it is impoſſible, or at leſt, of great difficulty. Agauine, 
that in the catalogue ot hereſies the Fathers do nor agree 
concerning the number of them, but ſome recken vp more, 
ſome fewer, he ſaith : 20d visg, non exeniſſet , miſs alind 9 
cory videretur eſſe h:re/is,C alind alters, The cauſe was for that 
ſmcb an 0p1nion 14 (eemed hereſie in the 1ndgement of one Father, 
iu the indgement of another was not hereticall. And concer- 
ning Epiphanues the Bilhop of Cypris,& Phileſtrins Biſhop 
of Brix; which both writ of hereſies : the one making a 
longer 


as Ta 
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longer Cataloguethenthe ocher, he faith : Procul dubio tn 
ea queſtione vb1 diſceptatur quid ſit hereſis, non 1dem ridebatur 
us, Cf rener 4 & onmino defimre difficile eff : & ideo 
ranendum, quum omnes in numerum redigere conamur , ne 
pretermittamius aliquas quum hareſes fint , aut enunere- 
mus aliquas quum hereſes nom font : That which ſeemed 
an hereſie to one of them, d1d nor ſeeme fo rothe other , 
and codefine truly whatis herefie, 1s very hard : and they 
which will wrice che Catalogueof hereftes, mult be very 
circumſpeR, leſt chey leaue out ofthe Catalogue, ſore 0- 
pinions which are indeed heretical), & purinothers which 
are no herefies. Secondly, the Fathers in thoſe Catalogues 
did not vnderftand thixword Herefie, fo ſtriftly as in our 
age it is vnderſtood bur generally for euery ſcQ in religi- 4 
0n,differing from che received opinion ofthe Church, as (9/54, 
itappearcth by S. «Auguſtine in the words going before, 
where hee maketh an hereſie and a ſe all one, ing : 
DL nantur inter (e differunt de numero ſelerum. How much 
\- cre Philaſtruc diſcene concerning the number 4 
Rs 2 where he callerch them ſets, which he cal- 
led herefies. Anditis no maruaile though with choſe Fa- 
thers,all herefies do noe dire&tly rmpugne the Faith, when 
by the onely (efts arc vnderſtood. But ro make every opi- 
non an herefie which not only ,direly, burtalſo by acon- 
ſequent impugneth faith, as M. Falmghem will haue it, is 
to make no difference berweene errour and herefie ; bur De corrop. 
rocall every crrour in 'religion an, herefie, as Zadowicns ©. 
Vines (peaketh : Herefir nomen rebus leniſſimis impingitar, 
The name of hercfic is layd vpon euery light matter. And 2 5</e/.f, 
of him irmay one timer other be verified which A{phon.. ****:7* 
ſua de( aſtro (peaketh : 1deires fit , vi he qu tams lewiter de he- 
reſs pronuntiant , non ex er de qua re loquantur ſepe ſud 
forum /agitt4 feriant wy, incident 7, in cans fonram quan als 
bar Wy happenerhthar they Shich foraſhly call eue- 
ry thing hereſie,not conſidering whereof they ſpeake, bee 
ofrentumes bearen with their IG and fall m_ 
t 
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the pitwhich they digged for ochers, 
) «oy yew ar _— + Pufillanimity makech men ſome» 
z times do contrary totheir owne conſcience, as Cardinall 
» Pole, who dying (aid : The Proteſtanes are the honeſter 
» men,l would bea Proteſtant,were 1rnor for the Church of 
» Rome. This I brought for exampleto illuſtrate, nor forar- 
gument to proue.For exempla non pomy examples proue 
not. Heturnethit another way, ſaying: I broughtic for a 
reaſon to proue that Proteſtants are no herecickces, 

In defence of our Church,thar ic could not be ac counted 
hereticall,I called into queſtion the authoriry of the Coune 
cell of Trentby which it was condernned, alledging dis- 
uers exceptions againſt char Councel}, chat it could not 
be a lawfull generail Councell, the paucity of the Biſhops 
which _———_ preſent, their partiality,the definitionof 

Tome, 7; agenerall Councell cited by Bellarmine, which could no 

rnire, 4, way beverificd of thataſlembly. Hauing produced rheſo 

*<þ-4+ argumentstodifinablethar Councell, he doth notſomuch 

z as repeateany ofthem ; much lefle doth he anſwer them: 
one]y he ſaith,thar it ſcewed ro hima ſlight argumenc,and 
to giue more aduantagero my aduerſary , then defence to 
my ſelfe and my caule. I reply,that it is no maruaile though 
a man of ſlight judgement , which paſleth ouer. all orher 
things of moment to ſlightly,doe cſteeme hoſe arguments 
to be {o ſlight, which his ſelfe cannot anſwer. 

To perſwade Catholikes to comero our Church;I ſhew- 
ed how the learned among them, do come every day nea- 
rerto our religion, and more and more fauour our opini- 

ons. He ſaith it isa dreame. I wiſh this dreamer to a» 


faid : 
Firſt,the learned Catholickes agree with'vs concerning 
+ > the bookes —_— which be Canonicall, which A 
cripha,! writ in this maner: The booker of Toby,ludith, 
Feelefialticus, Wiſdome, Maccabes, Regs of 
F cr 
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Eſther, they hold to be (anonicall, according to 8, Auguſtine: 
We, to be «Apocripha, according to $, Hicrome ; *% this 
point we differ no more from them, then Hierome did from Au- 
gultine, which did both agree,and were eaſily reconciled. $,Hies 
rome interpreting S. Augullines meaning: that they were (4- 
nonicall enowgh to prone rules of life, not grounds of dottrine "IMO 
and faith. Tha hawe we delinered long [ince. But Beljarmine —#7 wp 
handling this queſtcon at large, replieth not againſt vs : nay, hee $.9.10-r1, 
» doth not ſo much as mention this diſtinttion of ( anons of faith, t2<izeI1- 
» and Canons of good life. Thereforewe take it 45 a thing granted "5 
by the lawes of di/putation,that he beldeth as we hold,reſteth [a= 
Mirfied with our anſwer, & the caſe to be cleare betweene vi both, 
M. Miſs bluſheth notco deliver anotorious yntruth, 
Gying : that Bellarmine handleth this diſtinion ac large, 
and refurteth che ſame in his firit booke, De verbs Des, 
cap-10; In which bookeand chapter,no ſuch thing can be 
Secondly,they with ys c6cerning the Bible, which > 
+ is thebeſt and cruelt edition. For wheras we holding the o- ,,_ _. 
riginall text only to be auchencical),the Councell of Trene Cefiients 
in rn co vs the yulgar Larine tranſlation. Bellarmine 
the original before the Latine,as we do. M.Fa/+ 
is aot aſhamed to- charge me that I hauc abuſed 
both the Councell of Trent and Bellarmine. That] hauc 
not abuſed the Councell, witneſle the Councell it ſelfe: 
that I haue not abuſed Zellarmene, witnelle Bellarmine De 
verbo Des,lib.2. cap.11. 
Thirdly,they agreewith vs concerning the ſufficiency of 7. 
> theScriptures,thac in them aredeliucred all chings neceſla- 
> Iy to (aluation, contrary to- the ancient dodtrine of the 
» Church of Rome. So Bellarmine, De verbo Dei, lib. 4. 
cap.10, Heis not aſhamed co fay : In reading the place hee 
hach diſcovered a notable fraude. Whether I have dealc 
fraudulently or fincerely, let the reader iudge. Buc 
wherein lyeth the fraude ? He ſaiththat Bellarmine (pea- 
keththeſe words onely by way of 24 to an obietio - 
| 2 
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I conclude therefore it is no fraude. If I had taken that fot: 

policiue dorine which was ſpoken by way of obieRiony 

1 had bene fraude in me; but ſeeing iris an anſwer to an ob- 

ieQtion, ic is no fraude,but fincere dealing, 

4- Fourthly,they hold with vs chat Purgatory is a tradition, 
>» andnot co be found inthe holy Scriprares, witneſle Bellare 
» mine'de verbs Dei. 1.4.c.4.He thinketh to auoid vs by fayi 

that Bellarmine ſpeakech onely antagoniſtically,by wa of 
obiefion out of Luther, and not dogmatrically our of his 
owne iudgement; which is but Peritio principy,a begging of 
the queſhon. For ir was queſtioned by me, whether ZBel- 
larmine (pake out of his owne iudgement, or not? and che 
affirmariue was by me proued & concluded. He bringech 
no prootfe for the m__ part, but onely makerh chac for 
his allegation, which is the queſtion it ſclfe. 

Fifthly, they diſcent not from vs about the authority of 
the Scriptures, that it is aboue the authority of theChurch , 
witnelle Bellarmine de verbo De1.4ib.7 .cap.10.He repeateth 
the words, bue maketh no an(werto them. 

He chargeth me with Papiſtry, becauſe I confeſſed that 
our Church was condemned as hereticall by the Councell 
of Trent ; which is but Petitio principy: for I denyed our 
Church ro beenerthe more hereticall for the cenſure of 
that Councell, whoſe authoriry I difinabled by ſufficiene 
reaſons, ro which heinakethno anſwer : and therefore in 
that place T have not played the Papiſt. 

Whereas I exhorted the Recuſants, ligently to reade, 
as well our writers, as their owne; our anſwers as well as 
their obieRions; and then co examine their owne judge- 
ments before they paſle cheir ſentence againſt vs ro con- 
demne vsof hercſie: He maketh rwo an{wers : firſt, that 
they haue already done fo, ro which I reply: they have 
done ir partially. Secondly,that vnlcarned men and wo- 
menarenotable todo ſo; and therefore they muſt relye 
vpon the iudgement ofthe Catholicke Church, To which 
I reply,that if they be notable, the fault is in the the Ca- 
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cholicks Church 6f Rome, which holdeth, che people (ll 
whereas. /ob»teacheth, chat chey oughe co 
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beofluch knowledge, azro try and-examine the Spints*”, 11.4, 
and che Cirizens of Bexea are commended by the holy, a8. 15; 14. 
Ghoſt, becauſe chey were allero examine Saint Pals do- 2,Cor.3-- 


Arine. And 1 ay, withthe Apoſtle : That ifthe Goſpel! bee 
hidden,it is hidden cothem which areloſt,  , __. - 

L alledged thac few things arc in our baoke of Common 
praiers, which arc nor taken our of the Bible,or our of thar 
which was goodin the Maſle booke:ſo thaif they allow;of 
the Bible & their Maſle hooke,chey canprgifallow ofour 
Seruice book. He anſwereth in theſe words lf a// the Serwice 
beokg were taken ont of the Buble is ſelfs, (45 maſt ofall heretical 
Sermice bath bene in ewery age pretended to be)yet might the col. 
offi axfleatietara ft ma make it all and 

ftiffroue : as when the Arrians did ſung : Glariapatri cam flio, 
p $4290 and the { athelioksr, & filia, The Come 
ſarnd of words ,was ſmanil; but in ſubſtance and malice execrable. 
To which reply, that foraſmuch as he makerh ſuch a ſup- 
ficion, but eth noſuch collefion or combinacion 
1n our Seruicebooke ;neicher anything in iclikeeo that of 
the Arrians, heſpeaketh iglely, and t0.00 purpoſe ;neicher 
is any thing chereby derogated from the credur of our Ser- 
uice e. | 
To the Reculants which abieR that there are diſſcacions 
among vs: [ anſwered, that ſo there wereamong them : [ 
——_—_ Echius, Pighius, Thomas, Scotus : nay,there were dil- 
ſencions among the Apoſtles them(ſclues : ſo thac diſſention 
is no argument to diſfinable vs from being the true Church, 
for inreligion weagree. M. Wa//ngham chargeth me with 
three aburdiries: the firſt of ignorance or folly ; for that 
Echina, Pightns, Thomas, Scots diſlented onely in marers 
diſputable, and not determined by the Church for poines 
of faich. In which words he makech che Charch of Rome 
to be ſo negligentin their determination of marters vf re+ 
ligion, as if they held chedoQtrine of iuſtification, where- 
ks, __$S In. 


